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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report supplements a previous report of the same title submitted in June, 1992. It
summarizes additional analytical techniques which have been developed for predicting the
response of linear and nonlinear structures to noise excitations generated by large propulsion
power plants.

The report is divided into nine chapters. The first two deal with incomplete knowledge
of boundary conditions of engineering structures. The incomplete knowledge is characterized by
a convex set, and its diagnosis is formulated as a multi-hypothesis discrete decision-making
algorithm, with attendant criteria of adaptive termination.

Chapter 1 deals with rectangular plates. The boundary conditions are represented by
transverse and rotational springs with uncertain spring constants, modeling possible damages
along the boundary. Bolotin’s dynamic edge effect method is applied to determine the natural
frequencies. Chapter 2 is devoted to the identification of end conditions for beams, and their
natural frequencies, using a finite element formulation.

Chapter 3 deals with free and forced vibrations of periodic multi-span beams. The
concept of wave propagation in periodic structures of Brillouin is utilized to investigate the wave
motion at the periodic supports. Chapter 4 discusses the vibrations of a two-dimensional grillage.
Each periodic support of such a grillage is constrained by a rigid transverse support and two
elastic rotational springs in two orthogonal directions. The elastic springs on each row are
identical; thus, the grillage forms a two-dimensional periodic pattern. The four boundary edges

of the grillage are assumed to be either simply supported or clamped. Again the wave



Propagation concept is used for the analysis.
Chapter S studies the random vibration of a3 typical weather protection system for space
shuttles at a Jaunch site. It is shown that the Timoshenko-beam model captures the essential

Structural behaviors of such a system. The use of the conventional Bernoulli-Euler beam theory

Chapter 6 to 9 are devoted to the analysis of nonlinear Structures. Although there exist
known methods (o obtain exact mean-square responses of non-linear systems, they are applicable
only 10 systems subjected to highly idealized famiom excitations. Therefore, the approximate
method of stochastic linearization remains the only practical means to deal with complex
continuous structures under rather general random loadings. In this report, a new energy-based

stochastic linearization method is developed. Chapter 6 discusses its applications to discrete

assumption is abandoned ip Chapter 9. Whep both damping and the restoring force are
nonlinear, the method of partial stochastic linearization s preferable, in which only the non-linear
damping force in the original system is replaced by a linear viscous damping, while the nop-

linear restoring force remains unchanged. The replacement is based on the criterion that the same



average work is performed by the nonlinear damping force in the original system and its linear
counterpart.

The possibilities of future research on this general subject are diverse. General
commercially available computer software for engineering structures do not include programs for
rigorous random vibration or convex analyses. Development of comprehensive finite element
programs to incorporate random vibration and co;lvex analyses into general purpose codes is

therefore a must, especially for application to large-scale structures. It is hoped that these tasks

can be addressed in phase III.
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DIAGNOSIS OF LOCAL MODIFICATIONS IN THE

BOUNDARY CONDITIONS OF A RECTANGULAR PLATE

Isaac Elishakoff and Jianjie Fang
Center for Applied Stochastics Research
and Department of Mechanical Engineering

Florida Atlantic University
Boca Raton, FL 33431-0991, USA

1. INTRODUCTION

There is a vast literature on the free vibrations, as well as forced vibrations, either due
to deterministic or random excitations, of thin rectangular plates. To the best of our knowledge,
in all these studies the boundary conditions along the edges of the plates are assumed as known.
Hence the investigators consider all possible combinations of boundary conditions along edges,
namely those of simply supported (SS), clamped (C), free (F), or, more generally, elastically
supported (ES) conditions. The natural question arises: How to identify the "true" boundary
conditions? In addition, the integrity of plate-like structures is often determined by the condition
at the junction of the plate with the remainder of the structure. Diagnosis of the integrity of the
junction can be performed by estimating the existing boundary conditions.

In this study the boundary condition diagnosis is formulated as a discrete multi-hypothesis
decision problem. This facilitates diagnostic determination of global features of the boundary
conditions, without the necessity of detailed full reconstruction of the boundary condition profile
along the entire perimeter of the plate. In particular, we concentrate on diagnosis of localized

alteration of the boundary conditions due to some adverse effects, including the high level
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specified boundary conditions, which can be performed analytically or numerically. This is
necessary for implementing the minimum-distance decision algorithm upon which the diagnosis
is based. In the present study we employ the generalized Bolotin’s dynamic edge effect method
to determine the approximate natural frequencies and normal modes of elastically supported
isotropic, uniform rectangular plates. The entire procedure of diagnosis o+ local modifications

is implemented with numerically simulated diagnosis.

2. CONVEX MODELS OF UNCERTAINTY

As indicated above, diagnosis of the boundary condition means, in this study,
identification of the affected region on the boundary and estimation of limits on the magnitude
of the stiffness change. It is assumed that only the torsional stiffness is modified by boundary
condition failure. Convex models put forward by Ben-Haim and Elishakoff [1] will be used to
specify the degree of precision required in the diagnosis of the boundary torsional stiffness
profile.

A convex model is a set of functions. Each element of the set represents a possible
realization of an uncertain quantity of interest. In our case, these functions are the torsional
stiffness profiles k(s), where s is the position around the periphery of the plates. The diagnosis
will be considered satisfactory when the uncertainty in the boundary condition has been reduced
to an acceptable preselected level. Convex models will represent the acceptable uncertainty in
the boundary condition. This means that diagnosis of the boundary condition is in fact no more
than identification of the convex model to which the actual boundary stiffness profile belongs.

It should be stressed again that the actual stiffness profile will not be identified; only the convex
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model to which it belongs is sought by the diagnosis.
While several different convex models are available (see Ben-Haim and Elishakoff, [1]),
the following simple model is particularly suitable for representing uncertain localized failures.

Let S represent the boundary of the plate and let I, , n = I,...N denote subsets of the boundary
S. The sets I, may be simple connected intervals, or unions of such intervals. Let l;(s) be the

nominal torsional stiffness profile, s € S. We define convex models which are sets of stiffness
profiles which deviate from the nominal profile only in a particular interval I,. Specifically, the

convex model C,, is the following set of hypothesized stiffness profiles [2]:

C,, = {is) : ks) = Ks), sEL; Ks) - K, |s8, sEL} M

In other words, C,,, is the set of torsional stiffness profiles k(s) which are equal to the
nominal function I:(s) outside the region I,, but which deviate by as much as +0 from the

constant value K, throughout the region /,. One recognizes that C,, is a localized uniform bound

convex model.

3. MULTI-HYPOTHESIS DECISION
The reference values K, in the convex models in Eq. (1) can assume any of the M
different values K, ..., K. Likewise, failure (i.e. "weakening" of the boundary conditions
intended in the original design) can occur in any of N different boundary intervals, I, ..., Iy
Thus diagnosis of the boundary condition involves deciding which of the MN convex models
contains the true boundary stiffness profile. This decision is based on a multi-hypothesis

formulation.
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In its simplest form the multi-hypothesis decision algorithm requires the choice of one
representative or hypothesized stiffness profile from each convex model. It should be noted that
in its more general form, more than one hypothesized stiffness profile is chosen for each convex
model. Let h_(s) denote the hypothesized stiffness profile from convex model C,,. That is,
h(s) € C,. Let o™ = (0,",...w,") indicate a vector of J natural frequencies of a plate
whose boundary stiffness profile is 4,,(s). Furthermore, let Q = (R, ...Q)) represent the vector
of measured natural frequencies of the same modes. Let x| denote a norm of the vector x.

The distance from the measured natural frequency vector Q to the anticipated natural

frequency vector w™ based on the mnth hypothesis is :

H, =1Q - o™ )

It is reasonable to conclude that the true stiffness profile is likely to belong to the convex
model whose anticipated spectrum of natural frequencies is closest to the measured spectrum.

Let the pair of indices m, and n, satisfy:

H =min H 3

The multi-hypothesis decision is that the true stiffness profile belongs to the convex model

mp,’

4. DIAGNOSIS PROCEDURE
The decision algorithm implied by Eq. (3) will always reach a decision, regardless

whether or not the least distance, H,,,, is small. In other words, the multi-hypothesis will choose
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the most likely one from among the available options, but none may be particularly convincing,
due to unsatisfactory choice in the preliminary analysis.

Based on the assumption that all needed low-order frequencies of the plate are measured,
the diagnosis procedure which we follow, in broad outline, is as follows:

1. Construct the convex model of the unknown boundary conditions by taking advantage
of the available prior knowledge of the range of values which can reasonably be expected to
occur. If such a knowledge is unavailable,

2. Calculate all the natural frequencies of interests for each hypothesized stiffness profile
h,(s) by employing the generalized Bolotin’s dynamic edge effect method, or any other
approximate, analytical, or purely numerical technique.

3. Compute the distances between the measured frequencies and the ones corresponding
to hypothesized stiffnesses according to the general definition given in Eq. (2).

4. Decide which convex model is the most likely one, on the basis of minimum distance
algorithm relation (3). If H,,, is larger than a specified threshold value 6 then decision is deferred,

and a new choice of the mostly convex model is made. The diagnosis process is terminated if

H <60 4)

As is seen, one of the cornerstone of the method is the ability to determine the natural
frequencies of plates under arbitrary boundary conditions. This problem is addressed in the

following section.

5. CALCULATION OF EIGENFREQUENCY SPECTRA

There exists an ample literature on vibration of elastic plates, as described in definitive
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reviews by Leissa [3-5]. For plates with two opposite edges simply supported but with arbitrary
boundary conditions along the remaining edges, exact solution is available. This class of
vibration problems is referred to as Lévy problems. For non-Lévy problems exact solutions are
presently unavailable and approximate techniques should be resorted to. Energy based
techniques, like methods of Rayleigh, Rayleigﬂ-Ritz, Galerkin, or the finite element methods are
accurate and relatively incumbersome for the determination of the lower end of frequency
spectrum. However, for higher frequencies use of energy methods becomes computationally
expensive and cumbersome.

For higher frequencies, Bolotin [6] proposed so called dynamic edge effect method. It
is based on the physical observation, that for high frequencies the mode shapes of plates of
different boundary conditions have a somewhat similar behavior except in the zones near edges,
where the effect of the boundary conditions is prominent. Bolotin therefore suggested to
construct solutions emanating from each edge. In the interior region he "tailored" these solutions
to yield two simultaneous characteristic equations. This method found ample popularity both in
the East and the West (for appropriate bibliography one may consult review article by Elishakoff
[7]). It turned out, however, that for certain instances it was impossible to construct solutions,
having sufficient number of decaying terms, to converge to an interior solution. This
phenomenon was called by Bolotin degeneracy of the dynamic edge effect method. The "cure"
for such a situation was provided by Vijayakumar [8] and Elishakoff [9]. In particular in Ref.
9 it was suggested to solve two auxiliary Levy-type problems in conjunction with the relationship
between the natural frequency and the modal numbers. In this formulation Bolotin’s idea of

necessity of decaying solutions towards the interior region was abandoned, and solution was
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required to be valid in hypothesized "strips", somewhat similar to the original idea of Germaine
(modified by Lagrange) to derive the very equations for the plate. Here we follow the
generalization of Bolotin’s dynamic edge effect method for the elastically supported plates, but
in the framework of Ref. 9.

Differential equation of motion of Kirchoff-Love plate reads

DV + phﬂ =0 &)

ot?
where D is the flexural stiffness, p-material density, h-thickness, w(xy,?) - displacement
V2 = 3%3x? + 3%dy? Laplace operator, x and y space coordinates, ¢ - time. The boundary

conditions for rotationally restrained rectangular plate are

ow

M, = al_é}_ x=0 (6)
- a0, - @)
-yM, = 02—5; x=a
oM =g =0 (8)
1y T ﬁlé_y Y =
oM =p W =b ©)
- zMy = Bsz_ y =
w =20 on S (10)

where a and b are side lengths of the plate,
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M =D w . v62W (11)
* dox? dy?

M =Dl I LI (12)
’ dy? ox?

are the bending moments per unit length. Coefficients a; and a, are stiffnesses of rotational
springs in the x direction; B, and B, are stiffness of rotational springs in the y direction. In
addition, artificial parameters y,, y, 8, and 0, are introduced. They take values either zero or
unity, in order to accommodate various possible ideal boundary conditions. For example y,= 0,
a,= 0 corresponds to the edge x = 0 being clamped; combination y,# 0, a,= 0 corresponds to
simply supported edge.

For free vibrations we seek solution of the Eq. (5) in the form

wix,y,f) = W(xy)e (13)
where W(x,y) is the vibration mode and w is the sought natural frequency. Eq. (5) becomes

DVV*W - pha'W =0 (14)

Consider first the plate which is simply supported all round S, with boundary conditions

W=0, VW=0 @15)

The mode shape
W= smﬂsin_"%}_’ . (u,v=1,2,) (16)

uv a

satisfies both the governing differential equation (14) and the boundary conditions (15). The
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serial numbers u and v are positive integers, representing, respectively, number of half waves in
x - and - y - directions. The substitution of Eq. (16) into Eq. (14) yields the expression of the

natural frequency

2
2 2
o, = 2fE) (2 a7
phi\ a b
We introduce the nondimensional frequency parameter A, defined by
A, = w_aJph/D = n?[u? +(a/b)*v? (18)

Consider now the plate with original boundary conditions specified in Egs (6-10).
Following the spirit of the Bolotin’s dynamic edge effect method [6] as well as its generalization
by Elishakoff [9], we represent the relationship between the natural frequency squared and modal

numbers in a manner similar to the Eq. (17)

= 5)]

where under new circumstances p and g, are unknown positive decimal numbers rather than

o =L
ph

integers. Similar to Eq. (18), the corresponding nondimensional frequency A is

A = wa?{ph/D = n*[p?+(a/b)*q?) (20)

29

Eq. (14) becomes
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VIV - [(ﬂ)z . (ﬂ)zl W=0 1)
a b

The solution of this equation can be represented as composed of solutions W, and W, of

following problems

1

d vz . (E)Z . (2)2 ’Wl =0 (22)

L a b)1

4 V2 _ (ﬂ)2 . (gbi)J PW2 -0 (23)
a

These will be determined, as suggested by Elishakoff [9], from two auxiliary problems

discussed below.

FIRST AUXILIARY PROBLEM

Consider the first auxiliary problem, referred to as X-Problem. We seek for the solution

of Eq. (21) in the form
W(xy) = X(x) sin% (24

with boundary conditions, (6), and (7) and (10). Instead of Equations (22) and (23) we arrive

at

=0 (25)
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-l e
dx? a b

The solution for the function X{(x)

X(x) = X,(x) + X, (%) (27)

reads

X(x) = AsinZZ + A cosPE + A sinh >« A,cosh™™~ (28)
a a a a

where the first two terms are associated with Eq. (25) and the last two terms are associated with

Eq. (26). In Eq. 26 the following notation has been used

r= pJ 1+ 2(.;.)2(%)2 (29)

and A; are constants of integration.

Boundary conditions (6), (7) and (10) lead following conditions for X(x)

X =0, at x =0, x=a (30
da*X dx
YlDTx? = a‘]? at x=0 (31)
2
AX _ X x x-=a (32)
dx? dx

In writing Eqs (31) and (32) we have used the boundary conditions (6) and 7).

Satisfaction of boundary conditions leads to:
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A, +A, =0 (33)
As o+ Ac + As,S‘1 + A“C1 =0 (34)
A9, + Aypn + ARG, - ARYpm =0 (35)

Af,6, — 1p1s) - A5, + 1pnc)

(36)
+ Af®,RC, + YRpnS)) + A($RS, + R'pmy,C)) =0
where
_ ala - Clza - r
1 T ’ ¢2 —D— ’ R ; (37)

s, =sin(pm) , ¢, =cos(pm), S =sinh(m), C, = cosh(rm)

¢, and ¢, are nondimensional rotational spring stiffnesses.

Requiring that A;’s do not vanish simultaneously results in a frequency determinant of the

X-problem
0 1 0 1
S C
5 c, 1 ) 1 o (38)
¢, Y.P% Ro, -R%*y,pn
b,c Y PRS, (&5, *1pmc)  GRC +1,RprS,  &RS, +R’pny,C,

This equation contains two unknowns p and g. We will obtain a needed companion equation for

determining these two unknowns by solving an analogous problem in the y direction.
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SECOND AUXILIARY PROBLE

Consider now the second auxiliary problem referred to as an Y-Problem. We seek for the

solution of Eq. (21) in the form
W(x,y) = X(y) sinZ~ (39)
a

with boundary conditions (8) and (9). Instead of Equations (22) (23) and (10) we have

d?y 2
L (F)y, =0 (40)
dy? b
2 . 2 2

d’Y, |(gn\ , (pm Y, =0 (41)

dy* |\ b a

The solution for the function Y(y)

) =Y, + T,0) (42)
is given by

YY) = Bsin®?. + B,cosT? + BsinhZY + BcoshZY (43)

b b b b

where

T o

Note that z is obtained from the expression (29) for r, by formal replacement of p by g,
of g by p, of aby b, and of b by a.

The boundary conditions (8), (9), (10) read
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Y=0, at y=0, y=b (45)

axwy dy
8.02Y - p 2L t y= (46)
P by
axwy dy
-9 = t =p (47)
ZD__dy2 B,—dy at y

Satisfaction of the boundary conditions leads to following set of equations

B,+B, =0 (48)
Bs, + Bc, + BS, +BC, =0 (49)
By, +Bbdgn + BZy, - BZ%gn =0 (50)

Bx(‘pzcz - bzq“s?) - Bz(‘pzsz M 62@67)

(51)
+ BWZC, + 5,2%qnS;) + B($ZS, + Z2'qudC;) = 0
where
51 Bz Z
= _b, =_bh, Z=_L_
WEp» VT p q (52)

s, = sin(gn), ¢, = cos(gm), S, = sinh(zm), C, = cosh(zx)

Moreover, Y, and 1, are nondimensional rotational constants.
Requirement of nontriviality of the constants of integration yields the following

determinant
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0 1 0 1

s2 C‘Z S2 C2 - ( 53)

0
P, 61q:": Zwl -Z 261qn
Va6, -ézq:ltsz _(‘pls 2 +‘e’zq“cz) 1"2‘Zcz +622 2q7(82 ‘Pzzsz +Z 2qn62C2

In contrast to classical free vibration problems [3], here two equations in terms of
determinants, namely Eq. (38) and Eq. (53), should be solved simultaneously to determine the
decimal modal numbers p and gq. Their substitution into Eq. (19) yields the desired natural
frequencies. It should be borne in mind that in contrast to energy based methods the
determination of higher natural frequencies does not constitute a more difficult task than that of
the low natural frequencies. In fact, the numerical effort for numerical evaluation of any natural
frequency is essentially identical. The additional advantage of the present generalization of the
Bolotin’s method consists in the possibility of evaluation of any preselected natural frequency.
This is important in particular due to the diagnostic method adopted in section 3. The validity
of the present generalization of Bolotin’s dynamic edge method is verified by comparing the

present results with the results due to Leissa [4]. The comparisons are tabulated in the Appendix.

6. NUMERICAL EXAMPLE
1) Example 1
For simplicity, we first concentrate on the boundary condition diagnosis of a square plate
(a=b) with three edges clamped and the fourth edge elastically supported (C-C-C-ES) (see Fig.
1). The uncertain rotational stiffness of the latter edge of the plate, f,, is represented by the

convex model, given in Eq. (1). We need some partial information on the plate boundary
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condition, i. e. on B,, to proceed with the diagnosis. Since no experimental results were available
to present investigators, the simulated situation was constructed.

To simulate possession of some information about the to-be-diagnosed plate, we proceed
as follows. We first investigate the extreme case with all four edges being clamped. The natural
frequency parameter of the fundamental frequency by the present approximate analytical method
is A\,=35.113. The plate under consideration is an aluminum plate (p=268.7 kg/m’) with both

side lengths fixed at a=b=10 m, and thickness at h=0.1 m. We first determine, by numerical

evaluation of the generalized Bolotin’s method, the value of the rotational stiffness B; such that

the first mode frequency will be some fraction (say, 97%) of the corresponding first mode

frequency of the all-round clamped plate, namely A,=34.060. Numerical search yields the value

of the nondimensional rotational stiffness B, = 1.522x107 N. We note that in this case the

numerical solution of Eq. (36) and Eq.(51) gives the values p=1.3417 and g=1.2848. For values

of B, greater than P, the natural frequencies will be identified with those of essentially C-C-C-C

plate. One would expect that beyond this value of the rotational spring coefficient identification

of the "true" boundary condition would be difficult since all the plates with various $> B,

actually are the same.

As it was mentioned above, performing actual experimental measurements was beyond
the scope of the present study. In order to simulate the actual situation, we suppose that we may
get, in principle, all needed measured frequencies of the plate whose rotational stiffness

coefficient B, along the fourth edge should be identified. Let us visualize that the set of
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measured nondimensional natural frequencies is given in Table 1. The notation A, where i is
the sequence number of the frequency, is introduced in addition to the two index notation of
frequency A, because repeated frequencies are considered as a single frequency in this study.
We note in passing that the frequency parameters in Table 1 were obtained by setting B,=10° N.
We visualize that this actual value of the rotational stiffness is unknown to us in our hypothetical

experiment and we should identify the convex model which represents it in a best way.

Table 1  The first six nondimensional frequency parameters of the to-be-diagnosed plate,

simulating the results of measurements

Ay | 31942
Ag | 64119
Ag | 71.088
A | 101.052
Ag | 117479
hg | 130355

Since within the present procedure we assume that the alteration of the boundary
conditions occurs along the entire length of the side, we set that N=4 in Eq. (1) since the plate

has four sides. Accordingly the subsets of the boundary S, I,, n=1, -+, 4, are «,, B, o, f,. Here

the nominal values of torsional stiffness are denoted by a,, El, a,, Ez. As mentioned before,

we assume three edges of the square plate to be clamped and the remaining edge (edge 4 in this

case) to be elastically supported. Therefore, the nominal values of torsional stiffness
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corresponding to the three clamped edges, denoted by a, El, a,, are infinite, that is

a, =E1 =a,—> . The fact that the nominal value of the elastically supported edge, B, is

unknown and is to be identified suggests that it may need several estimations to reasonably

represent the convex model for the stiffness B,. We denote these reference values Bz > Where

m indicates the aumber of estimated nominal values. Then the general convex model set in

Eq.(1) becomes

_ _ (54)
C.,={a,B,i=12: a,=0;=,i=1,2; B, =f, =0 |B, - B,,| = 5}

or, simply

_ (35
C,n = By IB, - Byl = 5}

since only B,, the stiffness of the elastically supported edge, is considered to be unknown.

The natural question arises: Is the convex modeling of the uncertain elastic supports
along the fourth edge able to "uncover" the best convex model closest to this simulated situation?

To answer the above question it appears to be instructive to consider another question:
"How to reasonably construct the convex model?" Conceivably, if the convex model of stiffness
B, is constructed that can include the true value of B,, the answer is "yes". Otherwise it makes
no sense to try to single out the "best" stiffness from the wrong ones. It is quite natural to state
that the estimated stiffness is likely to be far from the true one if the true stiffness can not be
exactly or approximately represented by the elements of the hypothesized convex model. This

happens since even the closest stiffness element in the convex set can be quite different from the
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true one. Thus it is necessary to develop guidelines as how to choose the proper convex models,
namely those which will necessarily contain possible realizations of an uncertain quantity of
interest, and hence able to represent the uncertainty of the boundary conditions.

To illustrate the procedure to construct the convex model, we will investigate a quite

general example in this section.

First we hypothesize the nominal value of stiffness f,, say 62.1 =0.65%10°N, and also set

,=0.15x10°N. The according convex model is (0.5x10% 0.8x10%N. As we will see later, the
diagnosed stiffness will be identified at the upper bound of the interval (see Table 2). This
implies that either this upper limit is a true value of §,, or it is closest to the true B,. Since it
is improbable to "hit" the true value at the first trial, we conclude that the present convex model

is not comprehensive and needs to be improved. The fact that the diagnosed value of B, lies at

the upper bound of the interval suggests that a larger reference value 62,1 should be chosen.

Next we select Bzz =2.5x10°N and set 8,=0.5x10°N. Then the corresponding interval becomes

(2x10°% 3x10°N. As we can see from the results, the diagnosed stiffness B, in this case lies at
the lower bound of the interval (see Table 3). Again we conclude that either this lower limit is
the true value of B, or it is closest to B, within this "wrong" interval. This leads to creation of
the final convex model (0.8x10¢, 2x10%)N (see Fig. 2), and we can be confident that it is able to
include the true value of stiffness B,. In practical situations, we may need several estimated
models to construct the "final" convex model. Obviously the above situation represents the
typical case that may occur. The procedure, in detail, is as follows:

1. Measure all the "necessary" natural frequencies of the actual plate (In this study, we assume
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that they are all provided and listed in Table 1.)

2. Construct a convex set of boundary conditions. In this example it is (0.5x10%, 0.8x10%)N. The

lower bound of boundary stiffness interval is denoted by B3, and the upper one by [3;’.

3. Calculate the natural frequencies of the plate with the boundary stiffness 8, equal to the mid-

point value of the interval, B; = 0.65x10°N in this example.

4. Compute the distances H between the measured and calculated natural frequencies with f, = 85

= 0.65x10°N. Tt is well known that boundary conditions have a more pronounced effect in the
range of the low frequencies than in the high frequency region. This means that we should put
more "weight" when defining the norm on the low frequencies. Thus the distance between the

natural frequencies in Eq. (2) can be defined specifically as:

0 |A-A,
H_ = 1A - =] =Y a ! (56)
i=l i

]

where A is the vector of nondimensionalized measured natural frequency Q, and A™ is the

calculated one for the hypothesized stiffness.

5. Compute the distance H at values B, = B, + AP, denoted by H(B; +Ap) following the same

way as step 4. We set AP at 1.0xI10° N. The derivative of the distance H with respect to f, can

be approximately estimated by

dH(B) _ H(p:+AB) - H(B)
dp; H(B,)

7
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6. Decide search direction of B, by the following manner:
a) If H( B, + AB)-H( B, ) < 0, the stiffness B, should be increased.
b) If H( B; + AB)-H( B, ) > 0, the stiffness B, should be decreased.

7. Choose the new search interval. In this study, it is always one half of the last search interval,

and is created in such a way that the actual B, is always in the new interval, which is decided

by the directional search. That is, if dH(B;) / dB; < 0, the next diagnostic interval is (B3, B3);
if dH(B;)/dB; = O, the next diagnosis interval is (B3, B,).

8. Calculate the natural frequency with the mid-point stiffness B, of the new interval, in the
procedure following from step 3 to step 7 until the following criterion for termination is satistied
BS -89 s & (58)

where B denotes the nth diagnosed stiffness and ﬂ(z'"l) the (n+1)th, from the next new interval

following B . The value of ¢ is chosen as 10° N in present example. Since the diagnosed B,

seems to be on the upper bound of the interval (see Table 2), we have to choose a larger

reference value of B,, say E“. Let Ezz =2.5%10°N and §,=0.5x10°N. Therefore a second

interval (2x10°% 3x10N is created.

9. Repeat the same procedure for the second model interval (2x10°%, 3x10%N as for the interval

(0.5%x10°, 0.8x10°N. The lower and upper bounds of diagnosed interval are also denoted by B,
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and B; , Tespectively.

10. Establish the convex model. Now one may notice that the diagnosed P, for the first interval
tends to increase monotonically till 0.8x10°N while for the second interval it decreased till
2.0x10°N. This implies that the true §, may lie in the range between 0.8x10°N and 2.0x10°N.
It is straight-forward to determine the final possible small range of B, by employing the
procedure indicated in steps 3 to 8. The above general procedure is illustrated in Fig. 2.
Tables 2, 3, and 4 show the diagnosed intervals of every step for both initial hypothesized
stiffness models and the final convex model, as well as the frequency distances at the

corresponding mid-point values.

Table 2
step lower bound | upper bound | distance at distance at sign of
6 £ :
x10 %10 mideint ﬁ; B; + Aﬁ difference
1 0.5 0.8 1.0385 1.0374 -
r 2 0.65 0.8 0.8113 0.8095 -
3 0.725 0.8 0.6968 0.6935 -
4 0.7625 0.8 0.6403 0.6391 -
5 0.78125 0.8 0.6104 0.6096 -
6 0.79062 0.8
|
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Table 3

step lower bound | upper bound distance at distance at sign of
x10¢ x10°¢ midpoint P! B + AB difference
1 2.0 25 3.6642 3.6672 +
2 2.0 225 3.1315 3.1345 +
3 2.0 2.125 2.8555 32.8564 +
4 2.0 2.0625 2.7120 2.7154 +
5 2.0 2.0313 2.6414 2.6514 +
6 2.0 2.0156 2.6135 2.6158 +
7 2.0 2.0078 2.5915 2.5929 +
Table 4
step lower bound | upper bound | distance at distance at sign of
x10°¢ x10°® midpoint . Bl + AB difference
1 0.7906 2.0078 1.1006 1.1043 +
2 0.7906 1.3992 0.2735 0.2766 +
3 0.7906 1.0949 0.1644 0.1527 -
4 0.9428 1.0949 0.0617 0.0635 +
5 0.9428 1.0188 0.0518 0.0491 -
6 0.9808 0.9998 0.0007 0.0021 +
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From the above example, the following guidelines are suggested to construct the convex

model:

a) Initial Hypothesis: We first hypothesize one reference, nominal value of stiffnessgz_m

and specify a certain d,. As a result, a interval as in Eq.(54), (Ez.m- o, Ez,."’ o), is

constructed and investigated by the present method. If the diagnosed B, belongs to this interval,
the search process should identify it and thus the searching process should be terminated. This

B, should be considered as the true value of stiffness. However, in most cases, due to the

insufficient information, the reference value Ez ,, may not be correct since the true value §, may

not be included in the search interval. This situation will lead to the diagnosed value of stiffness
B, to occur either at the upper or lower bound of the convex set. This would imply that more
reasonable reference values have to be estimated and the previous convex model needs a
correction or checking if the upper or lower bounds represent the true value.

b) Correction: When the hypothesized convex model needs to be corrected, we have to
create other convex model(s) which will include the true value of stiffness p,. Let us assume the
diagnosed stiffness B, obtained in the initially hypothesized step lies at the lower bound of the
interval, which means the true value of B, is equal or it is less than the lower bound of the
interval. In the next step, we choose such a convex model among where all its values are less
than those of the previous one. If the diagnosed stiffness P, of this convex model set also lies
at the lower bound of the set, then we have to move the interval further to the left. Usually it

is quite easy to create a convex model, such that the identified value of B, will suggest the upper

bound of the interval, as long as the reference value Ez,,. is small enough.
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¢) Final Hypothesis: Once having such two alternative convex models, a final convex
model can be constructed with the two previous diagnosed stiffnesses B,’s representing the upper

and lower bounds. As a result the "true" B, is "caught" inside this model.

2) Example 2

In the second example, we will investigate the diagnosis of the alteration in the boundary
condition of a square plate (a=b) with two adjacent edges clamped and the other two edges
elastically supported (C-C-ES-ES) (see Fig.3). The uncertain rotational stiffnesses of the two
elastically supported edges, o, and B, are represented by the convex model, given in Eq.( 1). As
in the example 1, the simulated situation (natural frequencies and corresponding underlying
rotational stiffnesses) is conmstructed since experimental measurements have not yet been
performed.

Following the steps of imitating the real situation in the first example, we visualize that
the set of measured nondimensional natural frequencies is given in Table 5. We note in passing
that the frequency parameters in Table 5 were obtained by setting a,=1x10°N, $,=2x10°N. The

notations are same as that in example 1.
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Table 5 The first six nondimensional frequency parameters of the to-be-diagnosed plate,

simulating the results of measurements

Aay | 28678
Ao | 62.882
Agy | 94.693
Ao | 117.162
Ag | 148.056
Ao | 191336

As discussed before, the nominal values of torsional stiffnesses are denoted by

a, f,, a, 62. Then the convex model set in Eq.(1) is as follows

(59)
Coo =la,B,i=1,2: a, =0, =, B, =B, =; |a, - ol =90, I8, - Bl = 5,}
or, simply

_ (60)
Com = {a,,B, |a, - az'm] =8, B, - Byl = 5 )

since only o, and B,, the stiffnesses of the elastically supported edges, are considered to be
unknown.

We will omit the intermediate steps to create the "final" convex model, since they are
similar to those in example 1. Thus, we assume that we have arrived at the following convex

model, o, E(0.1x10°, 10x10%N, B,E(0.1x10%, 10x10°)N, which is large enough to include the
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true values of stiffnesses a, and B,. The procedure, in detail, is as follows:
1. We measure all the "necessary" natural frequencies of the actual plate (In this study, we
assume that they are all provided and listed in Table 5.)

2. We construct a convex set for altered boundary conditions. In this example it is a,,

B,E(0.1x10°% 10x10°N. The lower bounds of boundary stiffness intervals are deno‘ed by o and
B3, whereas the upper bounds are indicated by a; and ﬁg, respectively.
3. We divide (o, @3) and (B, B2) into a number of equal intervals (20 intervals in this study).

For each interval’s separation point o} (i =1, 2, -, 20) in (a, o3) , we calculate the distances
H; between the measured and the calculated natural frequencies at all values of

B, (j=1, 2,-, 20), and select the combination (a;', ﬁj;) at which the distance H; reaches

minimum. This step is actually equivalent to choosing (orfz', Bj;) among the 400 dividing points

of a, and f, such that H; attains its minimum. This may considerably save the storage due to
the fact that some data becomes of no use once they are compared and need not to be stored any

more.

S. We redefine a searching rectangular range with the identified (a;', ﬁj;) at step 4 as a center.

The side length of this rectangular area is twice the divided interval length. It can be readily
seen that the present area of o, and B, is one percent of the former one (see Fig. 4 & Fig. 5).

6. We repeat the procedure of step 3 through step 5 until certain convergence criterion is
satisfied. In this example, the criterion was chosen as the increment in values of a, and f,
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between one search to another not to exceed 1x10°N. The numerical results for a’s and

corresponding B’s at which the distances H; reach minimum in different searching areas are listed

in tables 6-9.
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Table 6 The values of a and f at which Distances H; reach Minimum (First Searching Region)

a B at which H is min. H
1 0.100 3.565 2.3826
2 0.595 2.080 0.7270
3 1.090 2.080 0.4194
4 1.585 1.585 0.7438
5 2.080 1.090 1.2431
6 2.575 1.090 1.7717
7 3.070 0.595 2.1220
8 3.565 0.100 2.3838
9 4.060 0.100 2.7720
10 4.555 0.595 3.2664
11 5.050 0.100 3.4329
12 5.545 0.100 3.7206
13 6.040 0.100 3.9796
14 6.535 0.100 4.2172
15 7.030 0.100 4.4345
16 7.525 0.100 4.6350
17 8.020 0.100 4.8179
18 8.515 0.100 4.9910
19 9.010 0.100 5.1491
20 9.505 0.100 5.2994
21 10.000 0.100 5.4382
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Table 7 The values of o and B at which Distances H; reach Minimum (Second Searching Region)

a p at which H is min. H
1 0.5950 2.4270 0.5836
2 0.6445 2.4270 0.5006
3 0.6940 2.3280 0.4316
4 0.7435 2.2290 0.3654
5 0.7930 2.2780 0.2850
6 0.8425 2.1790 0.2144
7 0.8920 2.1300 0.1448
8 0.9415 2.0310 0.0834
9 0.9910 2.0310 0.0642
10 1.0410 1.9810 0.0569
11 0.1090 1.9320 0.1238
12 1.1400 1.8330 0.1791
13 1.1890 1.7830 0.2424
14 1.2390 1.7340 0.3046
15 1.2880 1.6840 0.3651
16 1.3380 1.6350 0.4241
17 1.3870 1.5850 0.4824
18 1.4370 1.5850 0.5494
19 1.4860 1.5850 0.6155
20 1.5360 1.5850 0.6798
21 1.5850 1.5850 0.7438
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Table 8 The values of a and f at which Distances H; reach Minimum (Third Searching Region)

a p at which H is min. H
1 0.9910 2.011 0.0119
2 0.9959 2.006 0.0068
3 1.001 2.001 0.0038
4 1.006 1.996 0.0083
S 1.011 1.991 0.0147
6 1.016 1.981 0.0212
7 1.021 1.976 0.0279
8 1.026 1.971 0.0341
9 1.031 1.966 0.0407
10 1.036 1.956 0.0466
11 1.041 1.951 0.0539
12 1.045 1.946 0.0598
13 1.050 1.941 0.0669
14 1.055 1.932 0.0723
15 1.060 1.932 0.0793
16 1.065 1.932 0.0873
17 1.070 1.932 0.0939
18 1.075 1.932 0.1009
19 1.080 1.932 0.1089
20 1.085 1.932 0.1159
21 1.090 1.936 0.1237
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Table 9 The values of o and p at which Distances H; reach Minimum (Fourth Searching Region)

a B at which H is min. H
1 0.9959 2.004 0.0046
2 0.9964 2.004 0.0041
3 0.9969 2.003 0.0032
4 0.9974 2.003 0.0029
5 0.9979 2.003 0.0022
6 0.9984 2.001 0.0021
7 0.9989 2.001 0.0006
8 0.9994 2.001 0.0008
9 0.9999 2.000 0.0005
10 1.000 2.000 0.0009
11 1.001 2.000 0.0016
12 1.001 1.998 0.0025
13 1.002 1.999 0.0027
14 1.002 1.999 0.0036
15 1.003 1.997 0.0038
16 1.003 1.998 0.0045
17 1.004 1.996 0.0051
18 1.004 1.996 0.0060
19 1.005 1.996 0.0064
20 1.005 1.997 0.0074
21 1.006 1.996 0.0083
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6. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

The generalized Bolotin’s dynamic edge effect method, combined with the approach of
the convex modeling of uncertainty, has been employed to estimate the convex models associated
with the alteration of ihe boundary conditions of thin uniform rectangular plates. For
determination of the natural frequencies the generalized version [7] of the Bolotin’s dynamic
edge-effect method [6] was employed. The essential advantage of this general method is the
possibility of finding the natural frequencies for any preselected pair of mode numbers. We have
shown in the Appendix, by comparing the nondimensional frequency parameters with those due
to Leissa [4] and Gorman [10], that the use of "postulate" (20) and of two Levy’s type solutions
to approximate natural frequencies leads to very accurate results.

The main idea implemented in the present paper is the convex modeling of uncertainty,
as applied to the diagnosis of local modifications in the boundary conditions. In order to describe
the alteration in the boundary stiffness of the plate, convex models are utilized to specify the
possible realizations of boundary conditions. In the next step the multi-hypothesis decision is
implemented, based on the minimum distance algorithm.

For the sake of simplicity, plates with one or two edges elastically supported and the rest
clamped were investigated. Two possible kinds of convex models for the stiffness of the
elastically supported edge were constructed. The multi-hypothesis diagnosis, in conjunction with

the generalized dynamic edge effect method, proved to be a fairly successful technique.
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APPENDIX

The numerical procedure of solving the first and the second auxiliary problems, resulting

in Eq. (38) and Eq. (53), is carried out by applying Newton-Raphson method. Here Egs. (36)

and (51) are denoted as
F(p,q) =0

G(p,q) =0

They can be put in the expanded form as follows

n%y,¥,5,5,p>R* + Zrczylyzslslsz2 + nzylyzslslpz + :n:yz¢1clslpR3 +
nyl¢2C131pR3 - n'\(zqalclslpR2 - nyl¢2cxslpR2 + ny,¢,C,S, PR +
nYl¢2Cls1pR - J'I:‘YZ¢1.CI.S'117 - JtY1¢201‘glp + ¢1¢23151R2 * ¢1¢2'S12R +

¢1¢2C12R - 2¢1¢2C1C1R - ¢1¢2512R * ¢1¢2C12R - ¢1¢231S1 =0

n2d,8,s,5,9%Z* + 208,9,s,5,9°Z% + n28,,s,5,9% + nd,¢,C,5,9Z° +
nd y,C,5,9Z° - nd,y,c,5,9Z* - nd,c,5,9Z* + nd,¢ C,S5,9Z +
nd,¢,C,5,9Z - nd, ¢, 65,9 - ndY,c,5,9 + Y, ,5,5,2% + wlxpzszzl +

w1wzc2zz - 2\p11p2c2C22 - 11’1"’25222 * ‘q.!l\po;Z - \pﬂpzszsz =0

(A1)

(A2)

(A3)

(A4)

According to Newton-Raphson method, the above two equations are approximately replaced by

F(p,q) ~ F, + <%§).~ ®-p)+ (‘;—5).- q-g) =0

G(p,q) = G, +(-‘j§>.-(p - p) +<%‘§>,- @-q) =0
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where p; and g; are the values of roots of Egs. (A-1) and (A-2) in ith iteration and

F. =F(p,q), G, =G(p,q,). The (i+1)th iteration of the above solution yields

a,,G; - a,F,

P =P; * (A7)
a,,8n ~ 8,8y

Gl =4 * ale i “uGi (A-8)
8,8y ~ G;ay

where a,,, a,,, a5, and a,, denote, respectively,

4 o OF oF

1 ‘._a.p-)P'P: »q=q, a12 = (E)P'Pl » 449, (A.g)

_ 3G 4 (3G (A'10)

21 (a_p')p-p., q=q’ n - (a_q-)""" ' 44,

The derivatives oF/dp, oF,dq, dG/dp, dG/dq were evaluated analytically using the computerized
symbolic algebraic code REDUCE. In the p-q plane, the square defined by the lines p=m,
p=m+1, and g=n, g=n+1, where m and n are any positive integers, there is only one root of Eqs.
(A-1) and (A-2) (see Fig. 3). This allows us to find the natural frequency for any given pair of

numbers m, n so long as the initial values of p and g are properly chosen.
In Tables A-D the results are presented for the frequency parameters A=wa’\ph/D

computed using both the present generalization of Bolotin’s dynamic edge effect method, and the
Rayleigh-Ritz method adopted by Leissa [4]. In cases where Leissa’s results are not available,
the results by Gorman [10] are cited and denoted by the star. It should be noted that the mode
sequence numbers, cited from Ref. [4], are somewhat different from those in Ref. [4], because

repeated frequencies are considered here as one.
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Table A

Comparison of frequency parameters A=wa’ph/D (SS-C-SS-SS Plates)

Mode a/b=2/3 a/b=1.0 a/b=1.5
Sequence Ref. 3 Present Ref. 3 Present Ref. 3 Present
1 15.578 15.578 23.646 23.646 42.528 42.528
2 31.072 31.072 51.674 51.674 69.003 69.003
3 44.564 44.564 58.646 58.646 116.267 116.267
4 55.393 55.393 86.135 86.134 120.996 120.995
5 59.463 59.463 100.270 100.270 147.635 147.635
6 83.438 83.606 113.228 113.228 184.101 184.101

Table B
Comparison of frequency parameters A:wa’m (C-C-C-C Plates)

Mode a/b=2/3 a/b=1.0 ab=1.5
Sequence Ref. 3 Present Ref. 3 Present Ref. 3 Present
1 27.010 26.582 35.992 35.113 60.772 59.809
2 41.716 41.191 73.413 72.899 93.860 92.682
3 66.143 66.172 108.27 107.444 148.82 148.245
4 79.850 78.766 131.64 131.701 179.74 179.978
5 100.85 103.730 165.00 163.170 226.92 213.053

LAfter Gorman’s [10] result (A=41.25) is multiplied by four, since the side lengths in Ref.
10 are taken as 2a and 2b.
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Table C

Comparison of frequency parameters A=wa’yph/D (C-C-C-SS Plates)

Mode a/b=2/3 a/b=1.0 a/b=1.5
Sequence Ref. 3 Present Ref. 3 Present Ref. 3 Present
1 25.861 25.692 31.829 31.438 48.167 47.622
2 38.102 37.837 63.347 63.054 85.507 34.990
3 60.325 60.111 71.084 70.879 123.99 123.657
4 65.516 65.447 100.83 100.460 143.99 143.681
5 77.563 77.357 116.40 116.292 158.36 211.054
6 92.154 98.374 130.37 130.262 214.78 220.072
Table D

Comparison of Frequency Parameters A=wa’yph/D (C-C-SS-SS plates)

Mode a/b=2/3 ~ ab=1.0 a/b=1.5
Sequence Ref. 3 Present Ref. 3 Present Ref. 3 Present
1 19.952 19.853 27.056 26.867 44.893 44.669
2 34.024 33.907 60.544 60.549 76.554 76.290
3 54.370 54.326 92.865 92.665 122.33 122.233
4 57.517 57.429 114.57 114.568 129.41 129.215
5 67.815 67.694 146.0° 145.786 152.58 152.313
6 90.069 90.013 188.5° 188.469 202.66 203.303
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Fig. 1 A plate with three edges clamped and the fourth edge elastically supported (ES).
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Fig. 2 The process of creating the "final" convex model.
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Fig. 3 The mode sequence numbers by generalized Bolotin’s dynamic edge effect method.
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CONVEX IDENTIFICATION OF BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

BY FINITE ELEMENT METHOD

Jianjie Fang and Isaac Elishakoff

Center for Applied Stochastics Research
and Department of Mechanical Engineering
Florida Atlantic University

Boca Raton, FL 33431-099], USA

Abstract: The study deals with the identification of the boundary conditions by the finite element method. The
identification of the convex model, to which the boundary stiffnesses belong, rather than the total reconstruction of the
boundary conditions, is performed. Two example problems of the beams, one uniform and the other nonuniform, both

clamped at one end and elastically supported at the other, are considered and numerically evaluated in detail.

1. INTRODUCTION

The vibration problems of beams, either due to deterministic or random excitations, have
been widely investigated. To the best of our knowledge, in most of these studies the boundary
conditions at the ends of the beam are assumed as known (Gorman, 1975; Weaver, Timoshenko,
and Young, 1990). Most investigators consider all possible combinations of boundary conditions
at the ends, namely those of simply supported (SS), clamped (C), free (F), or, more generally,
elastically supported (ES) ends. However, in practical problems, engineers usually do not have
the exact information associated with the boundary conditions; they may, however, possess some
fragmentary knowledge about those boundary conditions, such as the probable ranges of the
boundary springs’ stiffnesses. The natural question arises: How to identify the "true" boundary
conditions based on the partial knowledge?

Boundary conditions have traditionally been modeled as axial and torsional springs or

translational and rotational springs at the boundaries. Identification of parameters such as spring
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stiffnesses has usually been considered within the context of identifying mass and stiffness
matrices from measured eigenvectors (Baruch, 1982; Kabe, 1985; Baruh and Meirovitch, 1985;
Dong, Cheng, and Qi, 1991). Identification of eigenvalues and eigenvectors form the system
response is a popular subject and there are several methods available, such as those in Refs.
(Ibrahim, 1983; Ewins and Gleeson, 1982; Juang and Pappa, 1985). Baruh and Boka (1993)
recently presented a procedure for the identification of the spring constants, by assuming that a
number of eigenvalues and eigenvectors are known and making use of identified eigenvectors and
orthogonality conditions.

To the best of the authors’ knowledge, the convex treatment of the uncertainty in
boundary conditions was addressed only by Ben-Haim and Natke (1992, 1993). They represented
this uncertainty by convex models, which are sets of mathematical entities such as functions,
vectors or matrices (for more details about convex modeling of uncertainty one may consult the
monograph by Ben-Haim and Elishakoff (1990)). For example, in Ref. (Ben-Haim and Natke,
1993), an adaptive diagnosis procedure was developed and furthermore, the performance of this
procedure with uncertainty characterized by the convex models was studied.

In this study, the incomplete or partial knowledge about the boundary conditions is
characterized by the convex model. The main idea about convex models for uncertainty is stated
in the following section. It must be stressed that diagnosis of the boundary conditions within the
convex modeling does not imply the complete identification of the spring constants in the beam
problem. Indeed, total reconstruction of the boundary stiffnesses is not only quite challenging
but may be unnecessary for many operational or maintenance decisions. Rather, diagnosis of the
boundary conditions may mean identification of the adversely affected boundary (x=0 or x=L,
where x is the axial coordinate and L is the length of the beam), and moreover, estimation of
limits on the magnitude of the stiffness change of the elastic strings modeling the actual boundary
conditions. Once convex models of the boundary conditions are constructed, the diagnostic
process in fact implies identifying, in the convex model, the element to which the actual
boundary stiffness belongs.

This will then allow us to precisely formulate the diagnosis as a discrete multi-hypothesis
decision problem with attendant formulation of the adaptive termination of this algorithm. The

boundary conditions are generally modeled in terms of both translational and rotational springs.
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The present diagnosis is based on measurement of a certain number of natural frequencies of the
beam. The integral part of the method is the subprocess of evaluating the frequencies of a beam
with specified boundary conditions, which can be performed analytically for the uniform beams,
or numerically for the non-uniform beams, by using the versatile finite element method or other
approximate techniques. The class to which the "true" boundary stiffness belongs, can then be
identified by the convex modeling and implementing the decision algorithm of the suitably

chosen minimum distance between natural frequencies, or other suitable criteria.

2. CONVEX MODELS OF UNCERTAINTY

As indicated above, identification of the boundary condition means identifying in the
convex model the element to which the actual boundary stiffness belongs. In this study, convex
models developed by Ben-Haim and Elishakoff (1990) are employed to specify the degree of
precision required in the diagnosis of the boundary translational and rotational stiffnesses.

A convex model is a set possessing certain convexity properties. Each element of the set
represents a possible realization of an uncertain quantity of intecest. In our case, these elements
are intervals within which the "true" stiffnesses, K.'s, are possibly located, where i=1,2 are
associated with translational and rotational stiffnesses, respectively. Therefore, elements in this
convex model can represent the acceptable uncertainty in the boundary condition. The diagnosis
will be considered satisfactory when the uncertainty in the boundary condition has been "reduced"
to an preselected level, i.e. when the interval with sufficient small length has been found to yield
corresponding actual measured frequencies of the beam. This means that diagnosis of the
boundary condition is in fact no more than identification of the interval to which the actual
boundary stiffness belongs. It should be stressed again that the actual stiffness will not be
identified; only the interval to which it belongs is sought by the diagnosis.

While several different convex models are available (Ben-Haim and Elishakoff,1990), the
following simple model is particularly suitable for the beam problem. Let K‘-("') be the nominal

stiffnesses, where m=1, -, M is the total number of convex models, and i=1, 2, corresponding
to the translational and rotational stiffnesses, respectively. We define the convex model as a set

of stiffness intervals whose centers are located at the nominal values. Specifically, the convex
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model C is the following set of hypothesized stiffness intervals:
C = {c,, m=1,2,~,M} ()

where c,, is

¢, ={K : IK - K®|s8, i = 1,2} )

In other words, c,, is the set of translational and rotational stiffness intervals which deviate
by as much as +d from the constant value K/™. One recognizes that C is a uniform bound

convex model.

3. MULTI-HYPOTHESIS DECISION

The reference values K™ in the convex models in Eq. (1) can assume any of the M
different values K;”, K@..,K™. Thus diagnosis of the boundary condition involves deciding
which of the M convex models contains the true boundary stiffness. This decision is based on
a multi-hypothesis formulation (Wald, 1947).

In its simplest form the multi-hypothesis decision algorithm requires the choice of one
representative or hypothesized stiffness from each element in the convex model. It should be
noted that in its more general form, more than one hypothesized stiffness is chosen for each
convex model. Let k, denote the hypothesized stiffness from the element c,. That is, &, € c,.
Let @™ = (w,™,...0,™) indicate a vector of the first J natural frequencies of a beam whose
boundary stiffness is h,. Furthermore, let Q = (Q,, ...Q;) represent the vector of measured
natural frequencies.

The "distance" from the measured natural frequency vector Q to the anticipated natural

frequency vector w™ based on the mth hypothesis is :
H = #(Q, w™) 3

where F denotes some measure of deviation between Q and w™ One of the possible choices

can be the following



F(Q0,) =1Q - o®| 4

where |x| denotes a norm of vector Xx.
It is reasonable to conclude that the true stiffness is likely to belong to the convex model
whose anticipated natural frequencies are the nclosest" to the measured ones. Let the index m,

satisfy:

H = min H_ )

. m
The multi-hypothesis decision is that the true stiffness belongs to the element of ¢, .

4. DIAGNOSIS PROCEDURE

The decision algorithm implied by Eq. (5) can always reach a decision, no matter whether

the least distance, H_, is small or not. In other words, the multi-hypothesis decision will choose
(]

the most likely stiffness interval from the available options.

As expected, in practical situation, it is assumed that all needed frequencies of the to-be-
identified beam have been measured. We need to establish a convex model to which the
boundary conditions belong. It should be pointed out that we have many definitions of the
distance of frequencies given by Eq.(3), depending on the definition of the norm of vectors. The
fact that the lower order natural frequencies can be measured more accurately than higher ones,
allows us to reasonably define the distance as a sum of relative errors of frequencies over the
first several natural frequencies, i.e,

X -l

.9’(9, ‘”,.) = E S (6)

=l i

where N is the number of measured frequencies. Note that the distance in Eq. (6) does not
represent the norm, yet it appears to be a preferable criterion, from the physical point of view.

The diagnosis procedure is as follows:
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1. Measure all the necessary natural frequencies of the beam.

2. Construct the convex model of the unknown boundary conditions by taking advantage
of the available preliminary knowledge of the range of values which can be reasonably expected
to occur. In this study, a specific convex model with general form of Eq.(1) is established. We
set §,=0.005 N/m for the translational stiffness, and §,=0.005 N'm for the rotational stiffness.
This implies that the stiffness differing from each other by less than or equal to 0.005 N/m will
be treated as coinciding with each other. However, the number of elements in the convex model,
M, is taken as infinite, and as a result ;™ and K, can take infinite number of values. But they
do have a finite range, which is K,™€[0,10*] EI/L’ N/m, K,"€[0,100] EI,/L N'm in our example
problem, where [a,b] denotes an interval. Since there are infinite numbers of elements, we can
not afford testing all the elements in the convex model. The adaptive process of producing sub-
intervals from original large intervals is utilized to reach the element of interest efficiently,
without the necessity of checking all the elements. In this process the lower bounds of the
boundary stiffness intervals are denoted by K;* and K", and the upper ones by K,* and K,
respectively. We note that in the first procedure K;*=0 N/m, KP=10* EI/L’ N/m, K;*=0 N'm,
K,*=100 EI/L N'm.

3. Divide intervals [K*, K;"] and [K}", K,?] into a number of equal intervals (20 intervals
were chosen in this study).

4. Compute the distances & between the measured frequencies and the ones
corresponding to hypothesized stiffnesses according to the general definition given in Eq. (3) for
every interval separation point K, (i=1,2,..., 20) in [K}%, K at all K’s (j=1,2,...,20) in [K}% K}'),
by employing the finite element method (Petyt, 1990).

5. Identify the point (Kli‘, sz") from the multi-hypothesis decision of Eq. (5) after

obtaining all the distances in step 4.

6. Reset a searching range of K, and K, which is a rectangle in two dimensional space,
with the identified vector (Kli", K2j°) from step 4 as the center, and the side length of this

rectangular is taken as twice the divided interval length of the preceding step. It can be readily

seen that the present area of K, and K, is one percent of the preceding one.
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7. Repeat steps 3 through 6 until an interval is found such that, on the basis of minimum
distance algorithm decision Eq. (5), H,, is smaller than a specified threshold value 8. In other

words, the process of diagnosis is terminated if the following inequality is satisfied

H_ <9 M

In the present example, this step is implemented as choosing (K:', sz') among the 400 dividing

points of K, and K, such that H is minimum.
As we can see, one of the cornerstones of the method is the ability to determine the
natural frequencies of beams under arbitrary boundary conditions. The finite element method,

which is addressed in Appendix A, is applied to solve this problem.

5. NUMERICAL EXAMPLE
As an example, we will investigate the beam which is clamped at one end and elastically
supported at the other. '
5.1 Uniform Beam
Consider a uniform beam with length L, Young’s modulus E, material density per unit
length p, moment of inertia I and cross-sectional area A. In this case, we visualize that only the

first two nondimensional natural frequencies were measured, which are given as follows

)\.1 = 18.0 (8)
}\’ = 50.0

The relation between the natural frequencies and their nondimensional counterparts A, is

A | EI ®
(.Ol. T e | ——
12N pA
where o, is the natural frequency of the beam.

We note in passing that the exact frequencies for the uniform C-C (i.e., with both ends

clamped) beam are
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A

1

A

22.37 )\2 = 61.67 (10)

1209 A, =~ (i+1/2)%* , for iz4

and for a C-F uniform beam are
Xl = 3.516 )\.2 = 22.03 (11)
}\.3 = 61.70 A - ¢ -1/2)*x? , for iz=4

These cases are of interest since C-C and C-F are two extreme cases of C-ES.

The results of the identified intervals in various steps are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1
st;:umber - Int;al for k, Interval k,
1 [0, 10]x10° [0, 100]
2 [1.0,2.0]x10° [1,10]
3 [1.15,1.25]x10° [4.5,5.5]
4 [1.22,1.23]x10° [4.9,5.0]
5 [1.2215,1.2225]><103 [4.965,4.975]
6 [1.2216,1.2217]x10° [4.970,4.972]
where the nondimensional stiffnesses are
; ; ,
1=%, k;%%, k3=%._, k4=f‘1£0 (12

Thus, the final result is k,E€[1.2216, 1.2217]x10° k,E[4.970, 4.972]. One can take the
mid-points of these intervals k,=1.22165x10° k,=4.971 as the identified boundary stiffnesses.
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The first three nondimensional natural frequencies, obtained by finite element method for above
k, and k,, are A,=18.0000, A,=49.9999, A,=94.0661.

The above results are verified by the weighted residuals method which is given at
Appendix B of the paper. The single term weighted residuals method yields A,=18.0637, which
constitutes an error of only 0.3539%. This is also verifiable through the exact solution, which

is obtained by solving the following characteristic equation (Weaver, Timoshenko, and Young,
1990):

0 1 0 1
0 1 0

3 3 3 3
-7 cos\/x - kssin\/x A7 sinyA - k3cosﬁ AT cosh‘/)T - kssinh\/x A? sinh\/x - k3cosh\/x

~/A simff + k4cos\/—?t /A cosy/\ - lgsim/i_ ‘/)T sinhﬁ: + k4cosh\ﬂ\._ JI cosh‘/x + lq,sinhﬁ

= -k3k4cos2«/7: - N2cosy/A +2k,k,cos Y\ cosh A -2A%cos yA cosh VA - k3k4cosh2\/_k_
- Acosh?/A - 2k, VA cosh y/A sin VA - 2k4)»\/x cosh A sinyA - k3k4sin2\/x - A3sin?/A
+2k, yA cos yA sinh VA -2k4)uf):-cos JX sinh YA +k3k4sinhzﬂ +Msinh3/A = 0 (13)

Substitution of k,=1.22165x10°, k,=4.971 into Eq. (13) gives the following first three non-
dimensional frequencies: A,=17.9996, A,=49.9913, A,=94.0085, which are extremely close to the

measured ones.

5.2 Non-Uniform Beam

Consider a non-uniform beam with length L, Young’s modulus E, the moment of inertia
I and cross-sectional area A are varying proportionally along the axis ox; with I, and A, at one
end and I, and A, at the other. Similar to the case of uniform beam, we visualize that only the
first two nondimensional natural frequencies are measured, which again are given in Eq. (8). For

the special case A,=A,/2=A/2, and [,=I,/2=I/2, the similar nondimensional stiffness intervals are
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listed as follows

Table 2
step number Interval for k; Interval k,
1 [0, 10]x10° [0, 100}
2 [0,1.0]x10° [1,10]
3 [0.55,0.65]x10° [2,3]
4 [0.640,0.650]x10° [2.35,2.45]
5 [0.6400,0.6410]x10° [2.410,2.420]

Thus, the final result is k;E[0.6400, 0.6410]x10%, k,£[2.410, 2.420]. The first three
nondimensional natural frequencies corresponding to mid-intervals, i. e. to k,=0.6405x10°,

k,=2.415, are A,=17.9993, 1,=50.0013, A,=94.3288.

6. DISCUSSION

As one can expect, the availability of the information, namely of the number of the
measured natural frequencies, will certainly have an effect on the identification process of the
boundary conditions. It appears to be instructive to investigate the effect of adding the
information of higher order frequencies to the criterion of frequency distance. The following two
cases will be investigated. If the information on the third nondimensional frequency A,=94.0 is
added to the criterion of frequency distance Eq.(6), i. e. for case of measured natural frequencies
being equal to A,=18.0, A,=50.0, X;=94.0, the results of the identified intervals in various steps

are listed in Table 3.
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Table 3

step number Interval for k; Interval k,
1 [0, 10]x10° [0, 100]
2 [1.0,2.0]x10° [1,10]
3 [1.15,1.25]x10° [4.5,5.5]
4 [1.21,1.22]x10° [4.95,5.05]
5 [1.215,1.216]><103 [4.975,4.985]
] 6 [1.2153,1.2154]><103 [4.977,4.979]

where k, and k, are the nondimensional stiffnesses given by Eq. (12). For the mid-interval

stiffnesses k;=1.21535x10” and k,=4.978, the first three theoretical nondimensional frequencies
are A,=18.0000, A,=49.9834, A,=94.0001 respectively.
Let the third nondimensional frequency be taken as A;=94.0661, which is the "actual"

nondimensional natural frequencies corresponding to the "identified" boundary stiffnesses

k,=1.22165x10°, k,=4.971. The results of the identified intervals in various steps are as follows:

Table 4

step number Interval for k, Interval k,
1 [0, 10]x10° [0, 100]
2 [1.0,2.0]x10? [1,10]
3 [1.15,1.25]x10° [4.5,5.5]
4 [1.215,1.225]x10° [4.95,5.05]
5 [1.2210,1.2220]x10? [4.965,4.975]
6 [1.2216,1.2217]x10° [4.970,4.971]
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where k, and k, are the nondimensional stiffnesses given by Eq. (12). Thus the process
converges to the same final interval as it should be.

Assume now that the measurement shows the same first two natural frequencies but with
different third frequency, namely A,=95.0. This simulates the imprecision in the measurements.

The results of the convex identification leads to intervals in various steps as follows:

Table 5
step number Interval fo:k: Interval k,
1 [0, 10]x10° [0, 100]
2 [1.0,2.0]x10° [1,10]
3 [1.25,1.35]x10° [4.5,5.5]
4 [1.31,1.32]x10° [4.8,4.9]
5 [1.316,1.317]x10° [4.87,4.88]
6 [1.3167,1.3168]x10 [4.875,4.876]

where k, and k, are the nondimensional stiffnesses given by Eq. (12). If one decides to let the
"identified" frequency to be at the middle of the intervals, i.e. k;=1.31675x10° and k,=4.8755, the
first three corresponding theoretical frequencies will be ,=18.0000, A,=50.2287, A;=95.0002.
As is seen, the values of k, has changed by 8%, and values of k, has been changed by 2%,
although the error in the third frequency constituted slightly above 1%. This shows that for
accurate identification of the boundary conditions one needs much precision in the measured
natural frequencies.

The above results show that the identified stiffnesses will change with the additional
information on the measured higher order frequencies added to the criterion of the frequency
distance Eq. (6).

To understand the present convex identification method, one may get some additional

insight by contrasting it with the deterministic identification. By the finite element method, for
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the known stiffnesses k, and k, one can always numerically obtain the corresponding
nondimensional frequencies. Fig. 1 shows the variation of the first nondimensional frequency
A, for different values of k, and k,. Similarly, we can obtain frequencies A,, A, -, A, for any
n for different values of k, and k,, By making cuts at A,=18 and A,=50 in the two three-
dimensional figures for A, and A,, we obtain two curves: curve (a) gives the combination of
values k, and k, for which the first frequency A, is constant, namely equals 18. Curve (b) is
associated with the second frequency A, (k; k)=50. The intersection point of the two curves in
Fig. 2 must identify the values of k; and k, if there are no errors in measurements. However, it
is important to keep in mind that these two curves in Fig. 2 are not extremely accurate because
in figures of A, and A, the nondimensional frequencies A; and A, are not continuously changing
with k, and k,, and some error is present. Furthermore, to reach high accuracy, extremely large
amount of points are needed to obtain a collection of k, and k, for which A,=const. and A,=const.,
i.e. equal frequency curves. On the other hand, when higher order natural frequencies are
measured, the deterministic identification method may be unapplicable. The reason is that the
equal frequency curves obtained through higher order frequencies may not intersect at the same
point where the curves A,=const. and A,=const. intersects due to the unavoidable measurement
errors. However, the convex identification is still able to treat this effect. This is the advantage

of convex modeling since it takes into account the uncertainty in the measurements.

7. CONCLUSION

In this problem, a special kind of convex model of boundary conditions of a beam is
utilized to specify their possible realizations. The diagnostic process in fact implies identification
of the interval to which the "true" boundary conditions belong. This process is realized by
implementing the multi-hypothesis decision technique which is based on the minimum distance
algorithm. The beams with one end clamped and the other end elastically supported are
investigated. We assume that a certain number of natural frequencies of the beam were measured
experimentally. The evaluation of the frequencies of a beam with specified boundary conditions
is performed numerically by the finite element method. The final identified boundary stiffness

intervals are checked by comparing the calculated natural frequencies with the measured ones.
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It is found that they are extremely close to each other. The effect of the additional information,
namely the number of the measured natural frequencies, on the identification results, is also
investigated in this study. The present convex model identification based on multi-hypothesis
decision can be utilized in identifying damaged regions in the boundary conditions in plates and
shells. In addition to versatile finite element techniques, one can use some analytical techniques
for uniform structures. Such a method of calculation of natural frequencies in rectangular plates
with step-wise discontinuities in rotational stiffness along the edges was developed by Gorman

(1993) at the suggestion of one of the present writers.
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APPENDIX A. VIBRATION OF ELASTICALLY SUPPORTED BEAMS
BY FINITE ELEMENT METHOD

In order to perform the convex identification procedure, one needs to have an analytical
or numerical algorithm for evaluation of natural frequencies of the structure under consideration.
In our previous study (Elishakoff and Fang), devoted to elastically supported plates, the
generalized Bolotin’s dynamic edge effect method was utilized. For plates, one can use one of
the numerous methods reviewed in the monograph by Leissa (1969), or employ the analytical
approach based on the principle of superposition, by Gorman (1993). In this section the versatile
finite element method will be discussed for vibration frequency evaluation. Whereas the finite
element method for beams is exposed in several books, (Cheung, 1993; Petyt,1990; Weaver,
1986; Weaver, Timoshenko, and Young, 1990), none of them unfortunately deal with elastically
supported beams. This gap is closed in this paper.

Strain energy of elastic deformations stored in an element of length 2a reads

U = lf’EIz(iz_"_ 2 dx (A1)
2 Js ox?
where E is the modulus of elasticity, and I, is the second moment of area of the cross-section

about the z-axis. The kinetic energy of the element is

r=% ‘pAvide (A2)

where p is the mass density, A is the cross-sectional area, dot denotes the derivative with respect
to time. The element shown in the figure has a total of four degrees of freedom, displacements
and rotations at each end of the beam (Petyt, 1990). The displacement function can thus be

represented by a polynomial having four constants, namely
v=o+a,E+a,E+al, E=xa (A.3)

This expression can be written in the following matrix form
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v = [p(8)]
where
PO =1 § & &)
[of = [, @, o @]
Differentiating (A.3) yields

ov dav

a8 =a—_ = _ =a,+2a, +3aF

* ox 9t

Evaluating (A.3) and (A.6) at E=-1, and §=1 results in

il a1 4l
. o1 2 3||%
v 11 1|
a0, 01 2 3]l

where v,=v(-1), 8,,=6(-1), v,=v(1), 8,=6(1), or, in matrix form
M = [A], la}
where
W =1y, ad,, v, aﬂz,}r
Solving {a} from Eq. (A.8) leads to

o = [A)' O}

where
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(A7)
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(A.9)

(A.10)



AL 11-3 -1 3 1
Je 40 -1 0 1

Eq. (A.10) can be written in the different form

o) = [c], &,

where

and

2 1 2 -

1 1 -11

Substituting (A.12) into (A.4) yields
v = [p(®) T e, W,
Eq. (A.15) can be expressed in the form
v = [NE)]b),

where

[N®)] = [N®) aN ) Ny aN(®]

The displacement functions in (A.17) are given by
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(A.12)

(A.13)

(A.14)

(A.15)

(A.16)
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N® = L@2-3%+5)
N® = 1(1-5-8+8)
N(®) = 2. (2 +35-8)
N(® = 7 (-1-5+8+8)

(A.18)

&~ r—a‘pl"‘#-h—a

Substituting the displacement expression (A.16) into the kinetic energy (A.2) results in
T = _l.fapA\'zzdx = if‘pA\'/zadE
€ 2 ) 2 J-e
- Z6lpa [[A® (NOTINO &), (A-19)
17 .
= =, [m], W}
AU
Therefore, the element’s inertia matrix is given by
1
[m). = pa [ A® [NOT NG 14 (A-20)
Substitution of the displacement expression (A.16) into the strain energy (A.1) results in

1 s *v 1t 1 0%
U == ["El(Zdx = — | EI, —(—)*a
‘ ZJ; ‘(axz) ZL ‘a4(a§2) %

- %{v}f E [RICINLCH LTI (a21)

a’ )1

- %{v}f G

The element stiffness matrix is
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[kl = = [[L® IV @IV ©)14

(A.22)

For a uniform beam, the following element inertia matrix can be obtained from Eq.(20)

(78 222 27 -134]
22a 8a® 13a -6a?

27 13a 78 -22a
-13a -6a 2 22a 8a? |

The element stiffness matrix is obtained from Eq. (22)

[&].

(3 32 -3 3a}
EJ [Ba 4a? -3a 2a?
2a3(-3 3@ 3 -3a
3a 2a* -3a 4a?

(A.23)

(A.24)

For a non-uniform beam with linearly changing cross-sectional area and inertia of moments, the

element inertia matrix is obtained through the use of the computerized algebraic code

MATHEMATICA
[m], = A +4; pa
¢ 2 105

The element stiffness matrix is

I +1

2

(k] =

[ 78
22a
27

E
2a3

22a
8a?

13a

(3 3a
3a 4a?’
-3a

3a 2a?

-13a -6a? -22a

27 -134
13(1 —602 + AZ_AI . p a
78 -22a 2 105
8a?

-3 3a|

~3a 2a? . L-I, E

3 -3a 2 243
-3a 4a?

[0

-a -2a

42

0

0

-8a -2a*

_a

a

-8a O

a

a 42

0 -a

-8a 2a?

-a 2a?

a |
(120
-8a

)

(A.26)



where A,, A, and I,, I, are cross-sectional areas and moments of inertia at the two ends of the
element, respectively.
Let us consider the expression of the strain energy of the elastic supports. The whole

beam is shown in Fig. 3. For element 1, the strain energy of the elastic support is

u® = L vie liel (A.27)
2 2 '
But
v, =[1 0 0 0]b),
(A.28)
0, =[0 1 0 0],
Therefore
T i ;
1 1000
0 0000
v2=6F| |[1000]6) =W W (A.29)
0 ¢ 0000
0 0000
L L J
0| (0000
1 0100
2 = 0| |[0100]6), =0 W, (A-30)
' 0 0000
L0 ] LO 000
Therefore the stiffness matrix of elastic support at end 1 is
[k, 0 0 0]
0 k5, 00
[k = ? (A31)
0 000
| 0 0 00|
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Similarly the stiffness matrix of elastic support at end 2 is

[0 0 0 O ]
00 0O
[k]gv’l) - 00k O (A32)
3
00 0 k

Note that there are no support contribution at the elements 2 through N-1. Therefore the stiffness

matrix at element 1 is

(kL = (k] +[k] (A.33)
and that at element N is
(kL = (k] +[k1"" (A.34)
And for element 2 through N-1,
(k1. = [k1, i=2,3,~ N-1 (A.35)

Following the general procedure of assembling the elemental mass and stiffness matrices

into global mass and stiffness matrices, we can obtain [M] and [K]. The eigenvalue problem is
[K-0? M]i®) =0 (A.36)

where  is the natural frequency of the beam. The nondimensional natural frequencies can be

A =wlL? i.pi (A.37)
: ! EI

In the present study, subspace iteration method is applied to solve eigenvalue problem.

obtained by

For the case of two element approximation, the mass matrix reads
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(78 224 27 -13a O 0 ]
22a 8a? 13a -6a?* 0O 0
pdal|?7 13¢ 156 O 27 -13a

[m], = (A.38)
¢ 105 |-13¢ -6a2 0 16a? 13a -6a’
0 0 27 13a 78 -22a
| 0 0 -13a -6a? -22a 802_
The element stiffness matrix is
3+ 3a -3 3a 0 0
3a (4+k;)a* -3a 2a* O 0
-3 -3 6 0 -3 3a
(k] = EL ? (A.39)
* 2a%| 3a 2a? 0 8a? -3a 2a?
0 0 3 -3a 3+, -3a
0 0 3a 2a? -3a (4+k))a?
L
where &/, k;, k;, k, are as follows
2a? / 2a
k| =k =, =k, ==
tOYET o= hEr
(A.40)
2a? / 2a
kKl =k, 2 k| =k —
P ET *MET
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APPENDIX B. WEIGHTED RESIDUALS METHOD
The governing differential equation of a beam reads
62

dx?

Iw _

) vpA 2 =0 (B.)

El(x)

i*w
ox? at?

where E is Young’s modulus, I(x) is the moment of inertia, p is the material density, A(x) is the
cross-sectional area, w(x,) is the transverse displacement, x is the axial coordinate and ¢ is time.

The boundary conditions are

Kwoy, 2Bl =0 ar x=0
ox ox?

¥ eI <0 ar x=0
ax ox 2

(B.2)

0 *w

w-=v.—| EI(x)——| = 0 at x=1
Kw -, 6x( ()ax2)
ow o*w

K, — +y,EIx) — =0 atr x=1
a5y Y ®) o

Here, K, and K are the stiffnesses of the translational springs, and K, and K are the stiffnesses
of the rotational springs. In addition, artificial parameters, Y, Y» Y» Yo taking value zero or
unity, are introduced to model all possible idealized boundary conditions.

For a nonuniform beam with linearly changing cross-sectional area and inertia of

moments, we have

Ax) = Al{l +(a - 1)%]
(B.3)
I(x) =1, [1 + (o - 1)%]

where
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A I
a=_2=2 (B4)
A I

Note that a=1 corresponds to the case of a uniform beam.

We introduce the nondimensional space coordinate & and time coordinate t:

§=f., T = ai, a=_1_ E_Ii (B.5)
L L%4] pA,
Therefore the differential equation (B.1) becomes
_g'{[l +(o- 1)%]—-5-} [1+(a- 1)%1— =0 (B.6)

Then the boundary conditions can be rewritten as

k1w+vl-—{t1+(a Dg1¥*)y =0  ar g=0

6§2
-y [1+(a-1 =0 at =0
ag Y1 +(a - 812X ~ g
(B.7)
d iw, _ -
k3w—ysT§.{[1 +(a-1)§]72-} =0 at §=1
k —_—ty 1 +(a-1 =0 at =1
ag vo[1+(a-DE12Y = 2
where the nondimensional stiffnesses are
KL3 L KL? K L
A R i N s (B8)
EI EI

EI

1 1 1

4
EIL
To obtain some insight into the problem, a single-term weighted residuals approximation

associated with the computerized symbolic algebra is used in this study. We first construct a

mode-shape function which satisfies both geometric and dynamic boundary conditions in the form
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W(E) =c,+c,E+c,E +c, B +E (B.9)

Coefficients c,’s in the mode shape function, obtained through the use of the computerized

symbolic algebraic code MATHEMATICA, are given as follows

A A

by by
(B.10)

A A

¢, = o=

A A

where

A, = «(-24y,v,k, + 48ay,v .k, - 240%y,v:k, - 12,1,k - 8y kk, + 2ay kk)(12ay, +4k)
- (28ay vk, - 1207,y K, + 12y,y.k, + 18y kk, - 6ay ki )(12y;-36ay, + k)
A, = «(-12y,y.k, +24ay,y.k, +12y,v.k; - 27,k k)(12ay, + 4k,)
~(12y, - 36ay, +k)(12ay,yk, +6v,kk)
A, = «(-6v,kk, + 12ay,k k, + 6y kk, - kkk)(12ay, + 4k) -(12y, - 36ay, +k)(6ay Kk k, + 3k kk,)
A, = (2v,kk, - 2ay.kk, + 2y .k k, + 2y,kk, - 2ay,kk, + kkk)12ay, + 4k,
- (12y,-36ay, + k)(2aykk, - 2vkk, -2k k k)
A =12a%,y Kk, + 120y,y Kk, + 24ayy Lk, -12a kK, +dayk ki - 12y,y.kk, + 24ay,y,kk,
- 6y,k k .k, +18ay k k k, + 12y v,k .k, + 4y,k kk, + 18y k .k, - 6ay kkk, + k. kk.k,
(B.11)

For the case of uniform beam the coefficients A read
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Ay =12y, {[(5k, +24y,)y, + (k; +24v )k Jk, + 3v,[(K; + 8y )k, + 4y A
A, =2y, {[(k, +48y,)k, +6(k, +12y,)y )k, -24(k, + 37,7,k

k2
.42 = _Al
2 (B.12)

A, = 20[(5k, +24v,)y, + (k, +24y)k Jkk, + 3[(k; +8y)k, + 4y K]y k)
A ={[(k, + 12y )k, + 4(k, +37,)Y,]k, + 12(k, + YOV Kk,
+ 84{[(k, +3v,)k, + 3y K]k, +3y,kk Y,

We seek a solution of Eq. (B.6) in the form
wE,v) = Wn)W(E) (B-13)

Substituting Eq. (B.13) into Eq. (B.6), multiplying by W(E) and integrating over range 0sEs1
yields

d'v d*w (B.14)
———,W W) + “Ij, —_— Q,
( = ] CRICAIERAENCR)
where the inner product is denoted as

(¥, %) = { ¥ (5) W, () dE (B.15)

Thus the fundamental natural frequency of the beam can be obtained as

4 b

W = (i“_q’_ 111)/(\1!,\1:) - % (B.16)

where
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N = 504(-36 +60a - 60c, + 180ac, - 60c, +120ac,

- SOc2 +90ac, -54c3 +84ac, - 60c003 +60acc,

-30c,c, +30ac,c, -20c,c, +20ac,c, - 15¢; +15ac;)

D = 28 +252a + 168c, +840ac,+ 1260c, +1260ac, (B.17)

+120c, +720ac, +840cc, +1680ac,c, + 210c12 + 63001c12

+90c, + 630ac, +420c,c, + 1260acc, +252¢c, +1008ac,c,
+84c; +420ac; +70c, +560ac, +252¢,c, +1008acc,

+168c¢,c, +840ac,c, +120c,c, + 720ac,c, + 45032 + 315010,,2

For the uniform beam discussed in section 5.1, which is clamped at one end and
elastically supported at the other, the corresponding control parameters are y,=0, v,=0, k=1, k=1,
v;=1, y,=1. If we substitute the middle point value of the identified boundary stiffness interval,
i.e. k,=1221.65 and k,=4.971, into Eq. (B.11), the coefficients ¢; can be determined through Eq.
(B.10) . Therefore, through Eq. (B.16), the nondimensional frequency by weighted residue
method is obtained as A,=18.0637, which is associated with an error of 0.3539%. For the C-ES
nonuniform beam, consider a special case 0=0.5. For k,=640.5 and k,=2.415, Eq. (B.11) results
in a set of coefficients ¢, . Finally the weighted residues results in the following nondimensional

frequency: A,=18.2561, which differs by 1.4228% from A,=18.
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Fig. 1 The first nondimensional frequency A, of the C-ES beam vs. the translational and
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rotational stiffnesses k, and k, at the elastically supported end
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Fig. 3 The N-element beam which is elastically supported at both ends
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Free and Forced Vibrations of Periodic Multi-Span Beams

Liping Zhu, Isaac Elishakoff and Y. K. Lin

College of Engineering
Florida Atlantic University
Boca Raton, FL 33431-0991

Abstract

In this study, the following two topics are considered for multi-span beams of both finite and infinite let{gths
with rigid transversal constraint and elastic rotational constraint at each support: (a) free vibration and the associated
frequencies and mode shapes; (b) forced vibration under a convected harmonic loading. The concept of wave
propagation in periodic structures of Brillouin is utilized to investigate the wave motion at periodic supports of a
multi-span beam. A dispersion equation and its asymptotic Torm is obtained to determine the natural frequencies.
For the special case of zero rotational spring stiffness, an explicit asymptotic expression for the natural frequency
is also given. New expressions for the mode shapes are obtained in the complex form for multi-span beams of both
finite and infinite lengths. The orthoganolity conditions of the mode shapes for the two cases are formulated. The
exact responses of both finite and infinite span beams under a convected harmonic loading are obtained. Thus, the
position and the value of each peak in the harmonic response function can be determined precisely, as well as the

occurrence of the so-called coincidence phenomenon, when the response is greatly enhanced.

Introduction
The model of a periodic multi-span beam with elastic supports is often utilized in
engineering. For example, such a model is a reasonable approximation for a plate-like structure
with parallel, regularly spaced stiffeners. The ela;.tic supports may provide both the rotational

and transversal restraints to the beam. Krein (1933) and Miles (1956) studied independently an

N-span beam by using a finite difference approach, and established that the natural frequencies
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fell into distinct bands with the same number of natural frequencies in each band as the number
of spans. Lin (1962) generalized the finite difference approach to a multi-span beams with elastic
supports. Abramovich and Elishakoff (1987) generalized Krein’s and Miles’s analyses to multi-
span Timoshenko beams, taking into account shear deformation and rotary inertia. It was shown
that the use of a finite difference approach might lead to computational difficulties and to
inaccuracy in the determination of mode shapes of the system.

Lin and McDaniel (1969) also used a transfer matrix formulation which is more
convenient for the imposition of constraints at the supports. However, numerical difficulty may
still arise when the number of periodic units in a structure is large . To overcome this difficulty,
Yong and Lin (1989), and Cai and Lin (1991) transformed the state vector of displacements and
forces into a vector of incoming and outgoing waves, and correspondingly transformed the
transfer matrix into the wave-scattering matrix. By so doing, the computational efficiency and
accuracy are greatly improved, especially when obtaining the dynamic response due to point
excitation, because the calculation can be channeled in the direction of wave propagation.

Mead (1970) made use of the concept of wave propagation in periodic structures
originally due to Brillouin (1953) to analyze the free vibration of a multi-span beam of infinite
length. Sen Gupta (1970) extended the analysis to finite multi-span beams and plates on rigid
supports. In these studies, the wave propagation band and non-propagation band were studied
in much detail. Sen Gupta (1970) also proposed a graphic method to determine the natural
frequencies of the multi-span beams with rigid supborts. In the framework of wave propagation,
non-harmonic waves have to be decomposed into an infinite number of harmonic components
in order to carry out the analysis of the forced vibration. This approach was used by Mead

(1971) and Lin (1977) to obtain the response of an infinitely long multi-span beam to harmonic
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excitation, as well as random boundary-layer pressure fields. In the actual calculation the infinite
sum has to be truncated, and a large system of linear equations have to be solved to determine
the unknown coefficients.

It should be noted that in the forced vibration analysis of a periodic multi-span beam of
finite length, multiple peaks occur in each wave propagation band. The number of peaks in each
band is equal to the number of the spans. The computational effort becomes excessive when the
number of span is large. Furthermore, an accurate position of each peak and its value are
difficult to obtain.

In order to circumvent the above difficulty, new expressions are proposed for the mode
shapes of a periodic multi-span beam, based on the wave propagation concept, which can then
be used in the forced vibration analysis. Since the transverse displacements within each span of
the beam is related uniquely to the displacements at the two ends of the span, we may focus our
attention only on the waves which propagate through each periodic support. Once these waves
are determined, the motion of the beam between two neighboring supports can be computed if
so desired. The dispersion equation which establishes the relationship between wave constant
and frequency parameter is derived accordingly. The frequency parameters, wave constants and
associated mode shapes for beams of both finite and infinite length can then be determined. The
exact response of a multi-span beam to a convected loading is obtained for both the cases of
finite total length and infinite total length. Furthermore, the locations of response peaks and their
values can be precisely calculated, and the condition for the so-called coincident phenomenon can

be predicted in exact terms.

Free Vibration Analysis
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Basic equations
Consider an N-span beam with uniformly spaced supports. It is convenient to write the

equation of motion in terms of the local nondimensional coordinate § as follows:

EIwi"(E,1) + pAL*Wy(E,1) =0, (B =1,2,.,N) (1)

where wy(E,f) is the transverse displacement in the B-th span, and the local coordinate § is defined

as
E=x/L-(Bp-1), (B-1)LsxsPL, O0sEsl 2

in which x is global coordinate and L is the individual span length. Assuming that the motion

is harmonic
wy(E,1) = Wy(§)e™, (B =12,..,N) 3)

where Wy(E) is the mode shape function associated with the B-th span, Eq.(1) can be reduced to

Wi(E) - MW(E) = 0 “)
where
)‘. - (pAwZLd)IM (5)
El

is a nondimensional frequency parameter, and w is the sought angular frequency.
It is assumed that each interior support provides a rigid constraint against transverse
motion, as well as an elastic constraint against rotation, with a spring constant k (see Fig. 1).

Thus the continuity conditions at each interior support are as follows:
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W(1) = W,,(0) =0
Wy(1) = W, (0) (6)
vWy(1) = Wy, (0) - Wy(1), (B =1,2,..,N-1)

where v=kL/EI. The first two conditions in Eq..(6) represent, respectively, the continuity of
vertical and angular displacements. The last condition in Eq.(6) is the requirement of moment
equilibrium at each interior support. The conditions at the two end-supports for a multi-span
beam of finite length will be specified later.

The mode shape that satisfies the first condition in Eq.(6) can be written as
Wy(8) = A, fE,A) + B,f1-E,A), (B =12,..,N) Y

where A, and By are unknowns. Only the ratio Ag/By is of interest in the free vibration casc. The

function f(§,A) is defined as

f(8.A) = sin(AE) -

sin(A) . 8
STah(A) sinh(AE) . t))

Harmonic waves and the associated wave constants

A simple wave of spatial sinusoidal variation cannot propagate along a multi-span beam,
due to reflection at each support, giving rise to hyperbolic terms in the expression for the
displacement. However, the concept of wave propagation can still be applied in the case of
periodically supported beam, by focusing our attention on the waves which propagate through
each support. The motion of a beam segment between two consecutive supports can then be

determined from those of the two supports, if so desired. Since all the supports are assumed to

3-5



be transversely rigid, only the angular displacement at each support needs to be considered. Let
B,(t) be the angular displacement at the B-th support, and let it be represented in the form of a

harmonic wave propagating through the B-th support, i.e

8,(t) =C ei(wt-up) = @ eiwt
(-3'5 = Cﬁe“"‘* , (p =0,1,..,.N)

where the nondimensional parameter u is known as wave constant, and C, is the amplitude of
the propagating wave associated with the wave constant u. A positive u corresponds to a wave
propagating in the positive x-direction, whereas a negative u corresponds to one propagating in »
the negative x-direction. The angular displacement function © is related to the mode shape

function Wy(E) as follows

Wi (8) lguo = ©4.,L

Wy(8) |, =©,L, (B =12,..,N)

(10)

obtained from the second condition in Eq.(6).

The ratio Ay/Bg in Eq.(7) will be determined for two special cases: The first case is
associated with those mode shapes which are either symmetric or anti-symmetric with respect to
the mid-point of each span. In such a case, the angular displacements at the two ends of a span

are related as
11

., = (-1y06,, s = integer of [.)l} (11)

where s=odd and s=even correspond to the symmetric and anti-symmetric mode shapes,
respectively. In view of Eq.(9), the value of the wave constant for this case must be u=mmr,

implying a non-propagating wave or standing wave. The ratio Ay/B, is obtained by substituting
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Egs.(7) and (11) into Eq.(10) to yield

Ap= —13\5+1 2
5 (-1)°'. (12)

The second case is associated with those mode shapes which are neither symmetric nor
anti-symmetric with respect to the mid-point of each span. Therefore, the wave constant u is not
an integer multiple of =, i.e. u=mmx. This implies that there is indeed wave propagation through
each periodic support of multi-span beam. By applying Egs.(7), (9) and (10), we find that Az and

B, are given by

>
[

= %[-f’(o,weﬁ-l £ F(1,0)9,]

(13)

]
1

= %[-f’(l,x)eﬁ,-l + £1(0,0)0, ]

A =[f(LM]P - [f'(O,MF=0.

We note in passing that the first case corresponds.precisely to A = 0, associated with the same
mode shape W(E) as that of a single-span beam with either two simply supported or two fully

clamped ends. Return now to the second case, and substitute Eq.(9) into Eq.(13) to obtain

AN, (14)
Bﬂ nte
where
n = f(1,A)e™ - f/(0,N) . (15)

It is noted that the ratio Ay/By is independent of the span number B for both cases. This implies
that one can choose a mode shape from any span as a reference, then the mode shape for the next

span can be obtained by a phase shift. Thus, a general expression for the mode shape of a multi-



span beams may be written as follows

Wﬂ(g,,u’)\) Wl(g’:u’)") e ~#(B-1)

[af(E,A) + bR1-E,A)]e PV, (B =12,..N)

(16)

which is dependent on the span number B, the local coordinate E, the wave constant x4 and

frequency parameter A. Here, a and b are obtained from Egs.(12) and (14)

n, w@=mn —e™®n®, p=mn an

Q
1]
o
[}

1, wu=mn (-1, U =mn

Coefficients a and b are generally complex, while function f{*) is real. Moreover, the span
number B in Eq.(16) appears only in the exponential function. It will be shown later that this
characteristic of mode shape is very useful, and it will be apptied in the analysis of forced
vibrations.

Substituting Eq.(16) into the last condition in Eq.(6), the bending moment equilibrium,

we obtain a dispersion relationship between u and A as follows:
cos(u) = F(\) , (18)

where

Foy = PN L fALN =750 (19)
FN 2 (LMFON)

Eq.(18) shows that the values of # and A must satisfy a certain relationship for the wave
propagation.
To examine the physical meaning of the dispersion equation, function F(A) is plotted in

Figs. 2(a) and 2(b). It is seen that F(A) has an oscillatory character; thus, each u value



corresponds to multiple values of A. For the F(A) values between +1 and -1, the comresponding
wave constants u are real. This implies that there exists a non-zero phase difference between the
motion in adjacent spans, and that the wave is propagating and the wave energy is being
transferred from span to span without decay. The associated frequencies are grouped in
distinctive bands, called the propagation bands. On the other hand, if the absolute values of F()
are greater than 1, then u is purely imaginary, indicating an exponential decay of wave motion
from span to span. The corresponding frequencies; are also grouped in distinctive bands, called
the non-propagation bands.

As shown in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b), the wave constant u corresponding to the bounding
frequencies of a propagation band must be an integer multiples of n. At such a frequency , the
motion of a multi-span beam reduces to a standing wave the same as that of a single-span beam
with symmetric boundary conditions at the ends. The lower bounding frequency of the s-th
propagation band is the same as the s-th natural frequency of a single-span beam with elastic
rotational springs at the ends, whereas the upper bounding frequency coincides with the s-th
natural frequency of a single span with fully clamped ends.

It should be noted that if u is replaced by _
K, =@+ 2um, (m=2%1,£2,..) (20)

the dispersion equation, Eq.(18), remains unchanged. Thus the state of vibration of the system
corresponding to a wave constant 4 will be identical to the state corresponding to the other wave
constant, namely u+2mm. Therefore, if we want to have the one-to-one correspondence between
the state of vibration of a system and the wave constant u, the latter must be confined to a range

of values of width 2rn. The range of u values satisfying



(m-1)n < u s mn 21)

-mn<pus-(m-Vn, (m=123,.)
is known as the m-th Brillouin (1953) zone. For free vibration analysis, we may restrict to the

first Brillouin zone ( m=1) without loss of generality, i.e.

0 ,
<Usm 22)

-n<us0.
We reiterate that a positive u corresponds to wave propagation in the positive x-direction and a

negative u corresponds to one in the negative x-direction.

Asymptotic dispersion relations and natural frequencies
As seen in Eq.(18), the frequency paramete-r A is 2 multi-valued function of u. Let A ()
denote the A value in the s-th propagation band. For a large value of A (u), the following

asymptotic approximation is sufficiently accurate
F(A) = (1 + _2"7)cos(x) -sin(A), for A=zm, (23)

which is obtained from Eq.(19) by letting tanh(x)=1 and sinh'(x)mcosh'(x)~0.  This
approximation is compatible with the dynamic edge effect method due to Bolotin(1961) and
Elishakoff (1976), and is remarkably accurate as shown in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b). Moreover, as the
rotational spring stiffness v increases, the position of the lower bounding frequency of each
propagation band moves toward the upper bounding frequency which is fixed. This implies that
the multi-span beam structure becomes more rigid with larger v, as expected. In the case of v=0,

the explicit asymptotic expression for the natural frequencies are obtained by combining Eq.(18)
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and Eq.(23)

A(u) = (s - %)n + cos‘ll(—l)’ cos(#) , (s =1,2,.,0) (249

V2

where s denotes the serial number of the propagation band. Thus, the natural frequencies of a
multi-span beam can be determined readily from a given wave constant x which depends on the

exterior boundary conditions of the entire system.

The mode shapes of a multi-span beam

It should be recalled that only the boundary conditions at the interior supports were used
in obtaining an expression for Wy(E..A). This implies that the mode shape given in Eq.(16) is
valid only for a multi-span beam of infinite total length. For a finitely long multi-span beam,
wave reflections occur at two exterior boundaries. Therefore, wave propagating in both positive
and negative directions should be included in the analysis. The total angular displacement at the

B-th support is now given by

() = Oy() + O ~p)

=C.e by C_Fe""“ , (B =1,2,..,N)

(25)

where the positive and negative subscripts denote the two directions of wave propagation. Hence,

the associated mode shape for a finite multi-span beam becomes

WEmh) = C Wy(B,mh) + CLW(E, -, ) (26)

where the u value will be chosen in the first Brillouin zone as defined by Eq.(22), and chosen
to be positive without loss of generality.

For an infinitely long multi-span beam, the wave constant u varies continuously over the
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entire zone defined by Eq.(22). The associated frequency parameter A also varies continuously
over the entire propagation band. For a finitely long multi-span beam, however, the wave
constant u and the associated frequency parameter A take on discrete valuss. The number of the
discrete values for 4 or A in each propagation band is the same as the number of spans. These
discrete wave constants are determined by imposing the boundary conditions at the exterior ends
of the entire beam. Referring to Fig. 1, the boundary conditions at the exterior ends of the beam
are

VoW, (0,u,%) = W (0,u,1) ,

- ) kL kL
—W)\,'I(liﬂ’)")’ vy = — y Vg T al 27

iy
Vi Pl 2) o T Er T E

where v, and v,, are the non-dimensionalized rotational spring constants at the left and right ends
of the N multi-span beam, respectively. A vanishing v corresponds to a simple support, and an
infinite v to a clamped support.

The mode shape of a ﬁpitely long multi-span beam can be rewritten in abbreviation as

follows

W, (E) = W(E,u,\) = &, f(E) + b, f(1-E), (28)

where

EB. = Afa e P 4 F.aj'ei"i(ﬂ-l)] ,
) J J ] (29)

= -iu(B-1) * 5 im(B-1)
by, = A[be™ + ;b e™ 7] .
and where the subscript f denotes the B-th span, y; is the wave constant corresponding to A, and

A; and T; are the unknown constants to be determined by imposing the boundary conditions at

the exterior ends.
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Examples
The wave constant 4 , frequency parameter A and mode shapes for an N-span beam will
be evaluated in detail for the following three cases.
(a) Case vy=vy=v/2
| In this particular case the rotational spring constants at both ends of the multi-span beam
are equal to one-half of those at the interior supports. The boundary conditions at the exterior

ends are

Y0 = W (01

(30)

WALy = T Wy (Luh)

Using Eqgs.(18), (26) and (30), we obtain, after some algebra, an equation for 4 as follows:
sin(uN)=0 . (1)

The possible values of x4 in the first Brillouin zone are
= J ;-
=G (j=0,1,2,.,N). (32)

As seen in Fig. 2, the values 4=0 and u=n are associated with the bounding frequencies of the
propagation bands. In the case of an odd-numbered propagation band, u is equal to zero at the
upper bound and to m at the lower bound. The opposite is true for an even-numbered
propagation band. Moreover, the lower and uppef bound frequencies are the same as a single-
span beam with elastic supports of rotational spring constant of value v/2, and with fully clamped
supports, respectively. To incorporate the above features, Eq.(32) for u is modified to read

where the subscripts s ‘and r denote, respectively, the s-th propagation band and the r-th
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I S PR R (=1} r-1
Iujx(s-l)Nc-r-{'z[l (-1)]+(-1) N }7" (33)

1,2,..,0, r=1,2,...N)

(s

frequency within each band. Then the frequency parameters A,  is numbered in an
increasing order of j.
The mode shape W—’&;(E) should be taken as the real part of Wy(§,u,A), and the

coefficients A; and ['; in Eq.(29) should assume the values of

A.=l, r =1. (34)
J 2 ]

(b) Case vy=vy=x

In this case, the boundary conditions at the extreme ends are

W/ (0,u,M) = )L =0,

(35)
Wy(1,4,)) = 6L =0 .
Eq.(31) remains valid; however, the serialized version now reads
“ - Ln-cyr ey L,
j=(s-1)N+r ) N (36)

"

(s =1,2,..,2, r=12,.,N).

The wave constant x=0 and u=n correspond to the upper bound of an odd-numbered and an even-
numbered propagation bands, respectively, contrary to case (a). In this case the mode shape takes

the imaginary part of Wy(E,u,\) and the coefficients in Eq.(29) are found to be
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1/2, yj=kn
A =9
! -i/2, /ﬂ#kn,
: (37)
1, ,uj=kn
. =9
! -1, yj#kn.

(¢) Case vy=v/2 and vy=
In this case, the left end of the multi-span beam is constrained by a rotational spring of
stiffness constant v/2, while the right end is clamped. The corresponding boundary conditions

read

%qu’(o,y,x) =w"(0,uM) ,

(38)
Wa(Lpu,h) = O(w)L = 0.
Analogous to cases (a) and (b), the following equation for 4 is obtained
cos(uN) =0, (39)
from which
b = 50T 0 B 0

(s=12,..,2, r=12,..,N).

Note that neither zero nor = is a solution of the above equation; thus a standing wave does not
exist. The mode shape for this case is described by the real part of Wy(E,u,A) with coefficients
specified in Eq.(34). If the left end of the multi-span beam is treated as being clamped (Vo=2),
and the right end is treated as being elastically constrained by a rotational spring stiffness of v/2,

then the mode shape is described by the imaginary part of Wy(E,4,A,) with coefficients given in
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Eq.(37); while Egs.(39) and (40) remain unchanged.

Tables I-III list the frequency parameters in the first two bands of a six-span beam
evaluated by using both the exact and asymptotic formulas for the three sets of boundary
conditions at the extreme ends. It can be seen that the exact and asymptotic solutions differ by
less than 0.4 % in the first band, and they are almost identical in the higher bands (s=2).

The normal modes associated with the frequency parameters in the first band are
illustrated in Figs. 3(a), 3(b) and 3(c), respectively. The solid and dash lines correspond to the
cases of v=0 and v=10, respectively. Figs. 3(a) and 3(b) portray the mode shapes for the two
sets of exterior supports, namely the set of vo=vy=v/2 and the set of v;=vy=. In these two cases
the mode shapes are either symmetric or anti-symmetric with respect to the mid-point of the
multi-span beam due to symmetric boundary conditions at the two extreme ends. Fig. 3(c)
illustrates the mode shapes for the case v,=v/2 and v,=, and they are neither symmetric nor

anti-symmetric, as expected.

Forced Vibration Analysis
In the preceding section, the frequency par-ameter A\, wave constant u and the associated
mode shape have been determined for a multi-span beam of finite or infinite total length. In this
section, the exact analytic harmonic response of such a beam subjected to a convected harmonic
loading is obtained using the normal mode approach. Furthermore, both the location and the
magnitude of the peak response can be determined in advance. Thus, the important coincident

phenomenon can be investigated in exact terms.
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Orthogonality conditions of mode shapes
(a). Multi-span beam of finite total length

Consider two normal modes of a multi-span beam satisfying the following equations

Wi(E) - MW, () =0,
WNE) - MW, (8) =0,

(41)

where the first subscript f denotes the B-th span, and the second subscript, j or &, corresponds
to the serial number of a natural frequency. Multiplying the first equation in Eq.(41) by Vf’p, (8)
and the second by W_’M(E) , and integrating the difference between the two resulting expressions

over the total length NL of the N-span beam, we obtain

{ ‘[ [W, (E) W, () - W, (E)W, (E)]dE}
B=1l

(42)
=(N-MY { W, (€)W, (5) dE .
p=1
Integrating the product W—’p‘ L8) W(4)( E) by parts
I W, (E)WSXE)dE = [W, (E)W, (E) - W, (E)W, (E) + W, (E)W, (§)
43)
W, (E)W, (E) ]; + ‘[ W, (8) WX(E) dE .
Egs.(42) and (43) can be combined to yield
S (W, (B)W, (E) - W, ()W, (§) + W, (E)W, () - W, (E)W, () ]
p=l
(44)

=N -MY (W, (8w, (5)dE .
=1
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Finally, taking into account the continuity conditions Eq.(6) at each interior support, we obtain

[ Wy (DWy (1) = Wy (DW, (1) + W (W, (1) - Wy (DW, ()]
- [W,(0)W, (0) = W, (0)W, (0) + W, (D)W, (0) - W ,(OW,(0)] 45

=M -MY I W, (€)W, (§) d& .

p=1

It may be noted that the left-hand side of Eq.(45) vanishes for any set of homogeneous boundary

conditions of the form

aW(x) + bW (x) = 0 (46)
or

cWi(x) +dW'(x) =0 7
at the two ends, where a, b, ¢, d are constants. The idealized boundary conditions, such as
clamped-free, simply-simply supports, and so on, are special cases. Eq.(46) corresponds to a

transverse elastic support, and Eq.(47) to a rotational elastic support. Thus, we obtain an

orthogonality condition for normal modes of an N-span beam as follows

N 1 - ]

> 1Wg,,.(s>wp,k(e)d§ =18, , (“8)
where 3, denotes the Kronecker delta and sz is defined as follows:

V=Y '[ W, () d5 . (49)

p=l

Note that the span serial number B and the local coordinate § are separable in the

expression for the mode shape given in Egs.(28) and (29). Indeed, P appears only in the
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exponential functions not involving & Therefore, integration over the entire length of a multi-
span beam can be carried out with respect to the local coordinate &, and then summed over the
span serial number B. It will be shown later that these properties can be used to advantage in
reducing the computational efforts when evaluating the dynamic response of the system.

Eq.(49) may be rewritten as follows:

Y; = f: ‘[Wﬂz,;(g)d’% = G L(W) + G LA 2
el

where I,(*) and I,(*) are integrals defined as

I() = sz(E)dE

(51
L )
=1 [+ Lgineany - SN 14 2 sionezny [
2 2\ sinh(A) 2A
1
L) = ‘[f(e)ﬂl—@de
(52)
1 1. sin’(A) 1.
= — ] -cos(\) - —sin(\) + ——~—= | cosh(A) + —sinh(A ,
2{ () = sin0) » S eosh®) + )”
and where C;* and ijb can be obtained from the following more general expressions
N - - — —
Cie = sz_:l( g + g 05 )
(53)

= AjAk{(ajak + bjbk)SN(/‘j"’/"k) + rjrk(aj. ak‘ + bj. bk') S}\;(:u] +.uk)
+ Fj(aj‘ak + bj‘bk)SN.(:uj_.uk) + rk(ajak' + bjbk‘)SN(.uj_/‘k) } ’

In Egs.(53) and (54), an asterisk denotes the complex conjugate. I'’s and A’s are defined by
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N
, . -
Cie = ; (ag,;0g + 35,0 ;)

e ey o (54)
= AAA{(ab, + a,b)S(u+w) +T.T,(q by + a by ) Sw(p+u)
* rk(ajbk‘ + akbj')SN(,u].—,uk) + Fj(aj.bk * ak.bj)SN‘(.uj-/‘k) }
112, W(E) = Re{W,(E)} 1, W,(E) = Re{W(E)}
A = - T = _ (55)
-if2,  WyE) = Im{WyE)}, 1, WE) = In{WyE)} .
and function S,{(x) is given by
N 1_-6_:_"1 H=22mn 56
Siu) =Y e e D = 1-e™* (56)
Pt N 4 =2mn .

(b). Multi-span beam of infinite length

In the case of a periodic beam of infinite length, the orthogonality condition of normal
modes can also be derived by using a similar procedure. However, it is no longer necessary to
impose any boundary conditions at the exterior supports. The mode shape W;[E,.A (1] given
in Eq.(16) is now applicable throughout the entire length. Eqgs.(41) through (44) still hold, except
that the finite sum is replaced by an infinite sum. By taking into account the continuity
conditions, Eq.(6), at the interior supports, it is easy to show that the left-hand-side of Eq.(42)

vanishes, i.e
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2md(u+p') { (e - e ¥ ) W[ 0,1 (0) | W, [1,4, 2 ()]

57
+ (e - e,,/) Wl [1’/47)"_,(.“)] Wl [01/‘,1)",/(/"’)] } =0,
where &(:) is Dirac’s delta function, and where use has been made of the identity
E e'iﬂ(ﬁ‘l) =27 6(/‘) . (58)

p=-m

The orthogonality condition of the mode shapes for an infinitely long multi-span beam read

Y (Wl u ()] WylE.4 A () ]dE = o[\ uru)s, . )

p=-

where 8, is the Kronecker delta, and v,['] is defined as follows:

RlaAW@) = [ WM 011 dE (60

= (lal?+|b) L[A(w)] *+ 2Re{ab"} L[A(W)],
in which integrals I,() and I,(*) are given in Egs.(51) and (52), respectively, and a, b are defined

in Eq.(17).

Responses of multi-span beam under the convected loading
Let us consider the forced vibration of a multi-span beam with damping. The equation

of motion in the local coordinate system is given by

EIL y{U&,0) + cyy(&,1) + pA ¥y(E,1) = py(5:0)

(p=N_,..,1,2,.,N,; O0=<E= 1)

(61)

where ¢ = damping coefficient, py(E,#)= transverse pressure per unit length, and N¥=1 and N, =N

for a finitely long beam, whereas N.=-® and N,= for an infinitely beam. Assuming that the
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excitation and response are harmonic in time, we have

Pi(E.1) = P(B)e™

(5,8 = Y(B)e™ .

(62)

Function Yy(E) will be referred as the harmonic- response function in what follows. For a

harmonic loading convected over the beam at a velocity wL/y,

PyE) = Pe™®P"D (B =1,2,.,N) (63)

where P, is the amplitude, and u, is the wave constant of the loading.

(a) Multi-span beam of finite total length
First, let us consider the case of an N-span beam. We expand Yy(E) and Py(§) in terms

of the normal modes of the system as follows

Y(8) = ¥ W, (5) ,
=t ] (64)

P(8) = L dW, (8), (B =12,..N)

The relationship between coefficients c; and d; can be found by substituting Eqs.(62) and (64) into
Eq.(61) and using Eq.(41) to obtain

,f; (A = A + iAW, (E) = %}}f; dw, (§), (65)
where A/'=pAL*w%EI is a nondimensional loading frequency parameter, and L=cL’/(pAED)" is a
nondimensional damping parameter. Comparison of coefficients on the two sides of Eq.(65)

yields
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¢, = H(\,M)d, , (66)
where H(A,\) is the frequency response function given by
HOA) = a8 - ad v itad)™ (67)
P ED

Hence, the harmonic response function is obtained in the following form
Yy(8) = ; dHMA) W, (E), (B =1.2,.,N). (68)
j=
The coefficients d; are obtained by applying the orthogonality condition for the mode shapes,

namely Eq.(48), to the second equation in Eq.(64) to yield

=1y ‘{ W, (5) P,(5) dt

Yi Bt (69)

PO a b -

= —2[ Ej g()"j’,uf) + Ej € F’g.(}"j’.uf)] ’
Yi
where
E® = AlaSu+u) + T,a/Su-1)], (70)
E; = A[bSu+m) + Tb'Sm-m)] D
gu) =[RS ™ = u - 2Ly, (72)
v L [(h-im)e ™M a (ks ip)e M - 20, (74)
2(u; + A?)

in which sgn(-) denotes the sign function.
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L [es) e () e W S 2], =
24 -\
| 264 73)
u =
l 1 =i[Aaga(u,) 4] =
sgnu) + L (1 -etwemly ) =
2 77 2+ Tk D) !

(b)  Multi-span beam of infinite length

The dynamic response of an infinitely long multi-span beam subjected to a convected
harmonic loading can also be evaluated in a similar way. Let us expand both the harmonic
response and the loading function in the mode shapes of such a beam

FORD W EIOLANRICIETS

s=l

(75)

s=1

P®) = ¥ [d(0 W[Eah@]du, (B = 0,122, 2=)

where s denotes the serial number of a propagation band. Multiplying both sides of the second
equation in Eq.(75) by Wﬁ'[E,,u’,)»,(,u’)] and performing integration over the length of the entire

beam, we obtain upon applying the orthogonality conditions, Eq.(59),

1 = 1 .
d(u) = - P(E) Wy [E,u,\(u)]dE . (76)
2ry,[u, A ()] 5;,L i '

For an external excitation in the form of Eq.(63), the numerator in Eq.(76) may be simplified to
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BZ_: Py(5) Wy5,4,M(1)]1dE = 2n8(u,- ) P, D[, M (1) 4] -

D{u, (1),4] = a T M()] 8N ()] + b T A ()] e ™ g Th(m).m4]

in which a(*) and b() are defined in Eq.(17), and g(°) is given by Eq.(72). Eq.(66) is still valid

for c,(u) and d(u). Hence, c(u) may be expressed as follows

e ) = ST pru )] M)t (78)

Yol M ()]
The harmonic response function for the infinitely long multi-span beam can be obtained by
substituting Eq.(78) into the first equation in Eq.(75) to yield

- v y-) Py ” )1 d
O =B [ St DA ] HOG M TS bl di

(B =0,x1,%2,..,x ).
Here, the integration range R must be chosen from the particular Brillouin zone defined in
Eq.(21) which includes the loading wave constant u, This is always possible since union of all
Brillouin zones constitutes the entire one-dimensional space. Note the presence of a Dirac’s delta
function in Eq.(79) with an argument x4 - 4. It implies that only a group of propagating waves
associated with y contributes to the response. Carrying out the integration in Eq.(79), we obtain

-

P
Y(5) = Y ———— Dl ()] HIMGE) N WS ()]
S R R (80)

(B =0,+1,+2,..,+%)

where v,%(*), D(*), H(*) and W,(-) are given by Egs.(60), (77), (67) and (16), respectively.
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Results and discussion

For a multi-span beam under harmonic excitation, large response is likely to occur if the
excitation frequency is within a propagation frequency band. When the excitation is convected
along the beam, the response can be further amplified due to the so-called coincidence effect.
For an N-span beam the magnitude of the harmonic response function may have és many as N
peaks in each propagation band. The possible location of a peak in a propagation band for Y8

can be determined from the condition

1

o R @

when the denominator in expression (67) for |H(A,\)| has a minimum magnitude, whereas the
magnitude of harmonic response function Y,(E) is dominated by the term with |[H(A;,\)|. For an
infinitely long multi-span beam, however, there is only one group of propagating waves, whose
wave constant coincides with 4 that contributes to the response, as it can be seen from Eq.(79).

Therefore, there is only one peak at

9 11
A, = [)»:(‘uf)“ . Ez.]’ C (s=1,2,.) (82)
appearing in each propagation band.

Fig. 4(a) portrays the harmonic response at the mid-point of the second span of a four-
span beam. It shows that there are four peaks in .the first propagation band. In contrast, there
is only one peak in the first band for the infinite multi-span beam shown in Fig. 4(b), and the
response is considerably magnified due to the coincidence effect.

The effects of damping on the harmonic responses are also shown in Fig. 5(a) and 5(b)

for a four-span beam and an infinitely long multi-span beam, respectively. It can be seen that
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the values of the peaks in each propagation band is reduced with a larger damping coefficient.
Hence, the profile of each peak becomes flatter as damping increases.

The results obtained from the present approz;ch and Mead’s approach (1971) are compared
in Figs. 6(a) and 6(b) for an infinitely long beam with an evenly spaced hinge supports (v=0).
The dash line represents a 20-term approximation in Mead’s formulation, whereas the solid curve
represents a one-term approximation by the present approach in the first propagation band. The
results are seen to be very close. The two results become indistinguishable in the first three
propagation bands, when a twenty-term was used in the present approach, as shown in Fig.6(b).
Most significantly, the present approach has the advantage in that the location of each possible
peak in each propagation band can be determined; thus, the value of each peak can be evaluated
precisely from Eq.(80).

Conclusions

The free and forced vibrations of periodically supported multi-span beams are studied in
the this paper. Both the case of finite total length and the case of infinite total length are
considered. The wave propagation concept is applied in the analysis of free vibration of the
beam systems. The dispersion equation and its asymptotic form are derived from which the
natural frequencies can be determined for a given wave constant. An explicit asymptotic
expression for the natural frequencies is also proposed for the specific case of zero rotational
spring stiffness. It is shown that the agreement between the asymptotic and the exact frequencies
is excellent. The mode shapes of free vibration are obtained in the complex form. In these mode
shapes the span serial number and the local spatial- coordinate are separable; thus, an integration

over the entire length is reduced to one within a single span, and a summation over the serial
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numbers of the spans. It is shown that the use of these mode shape expressions can greatly

reduce the computational efforts in the forced vibration analysis.
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Table I. Frequency Parameters of Six-Span Beams with

Rotational Spring Parameter v ( Case vy=v,=v/2 )

v=kL/EI 0 2 200

Exact Asymp. Exact Asymp. Exact Asymp.
Eq.(18) Eq.(24) Eq.(18) Eq.(23) Eq.(18) Eq.(23)

Frequencies in n n 3.398  3.397 4.641 4.624
the first band 3261  3.267 - 3491 3491 4.647 4.630
3.556 3.566 3729 3.730 4.663  4.646

3.927 3.927 4.042 4.037 4.685  4.668

4298 4.288 4362 4.351 4707  4.699

4.601 4.586 4.623  4.607 4.724 4707

2n 2n 6.427  6.427 7710  7.711

Frequencies in 6.410 6.410 6.536  6.536 7.720 7.720
the second band 6.707  6.707 6.802 6.802 7746  7.746
7.069  7.069 7.134 7.134 7.781  7.782

7430  7.430 7.468  7.468 7.817 7.818

7.727  7.728 _ 7740 7.741 7.844  7.844
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Table II. Frequency Parameters of Six-Span Beams with

Rotational Spring Parameter v ( Case vy=vy== )

v=kL/EI 0 200
it
Exact  Asymp. Exact Asymp. Exact Asymp.
Eq.(18) Eq.(24) Eq.(18) Eq.(23) Eq.(18) Eq.(23)
Frequencies in 3261  3.267 3491 3.491 4.647 4.630
the first band 3.556 3.566 3.729 3.730 4.663  4.646
3927  3.927 4.042 4.037 4.685 4.668
4298 4.288 4362 4.351 4.724  4.690
4.601 4.586 4.623  4.607 4.724  4.706
4730 4.712 4730 4712 4730 4.713
6410 6.410 6.536  6.536 7720  7.720
Frequencies in 6.708  6.707 6.802 6.802 7746  7.746
the second band 7.069  7.069 7.134  7.134 7.781 7.782
7430  7.430 7468  7.468 7.817  7.818
7727  7.728 7740 7.741 7.843  7.844
7.853  7.854 7853  7.854 7853  7.854
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Table III. Frequency Parameters of Six-Span Beams with

Rotational Spring Parameter v ( Case v=v/2, vy=% )

v=kL/ET 0 2 200

Exact  Asymp. Exact Asymp. Exact Asymp.
Eq.(18) Eq.(24) Eq.(18) Eq.(23) Eq.(18) Eq.(23)

Frequencies in 3.173  3.175 3422 3421 4.643  4.626
the first band 3393  3.403 3.596 3.598 4.654 4.637
3.738 3.743 3.881 3.879 4.674  4.656
4116 4.111 4205 4.196 4.697 4.679
4463  4.451 4505 4.491 4.717  4.699
4.696 4.679 4702  4.685 4728 4.711
6317 6.317 - 6.456  6.456 7713  7.713
Frequencies in 6.545  6.545 6.656  6.656 7.731 7.732
the second band 6.885 6.885 6.964 6.964 7.763  7.763
7.252  7.253 7304  7.304 7.800  7.800
7.592 7.592 7617 7.618 7832  7.833
7.820  7.820 7.823  7.824 7851  7.852
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1(a). Finite length

k k k k
N N (3\; —
v Ay -y A Y A
-1 0 1 2

—

1(b). Infinite length

Fig. 1. Multi-span beams with elastic rotational spring at each support
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Fig. 2. Dispersion relationships
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3(a).

Fig. 3. Normal modes in the first band of a six-span beam ( — for v=0; --- for v=10)

vo=v/2 and vy=v/2
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3(b). vy=w and vy=x
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A\, =3.556;

Ay = 3.927 ;
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3(c). vy=v/2 and vy=
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Fig. 4(a). Nondimensional harmonic response of a four-span beam vs
loading frequency parameter A, ( — Using normal modes of
the first band; --- Using normal modes of the first two
bands )
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Fig. 4(b). Nondimensional harmonic response of an infinitely long
multi-span beams vs loading frequency parameter A (—
Using normal modes of the first band; --- Using normal

modes of the first two bands )
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Fig. 5(a). Nondimensional harmonic response of a four-span beam vs

loading frequency parameter A, with different damping
coefficients ( B=2, £=0.5, u=4.14 )
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Fig. 5(b). Nondimensional harmonic response of an infinite long

multi-span beam vs loading frequency parameter A, with
different damping coefficients ( f=2, §=0.5, u=4.14 )
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Fig. 6(a) Nondimensional harmonic response of an infinitely long
multi-span beam in the first band ( — by present approach;
--- by Mead’s approach )
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Fig. 6(b) Nondimensional harmonic response of an infinitely long

multi-span beam in the first three bands ( — by present
approach; --- by Mead’s approach )
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VIBRATION OF TWO-DIMENSIONAL GRILLAGE
L. P. Zhy, Y. K. Lin and I. Elishakoff
Center for Applied Stochastics Research and Department of Mechanical

Engineering, Florida Atlantic University, Boca Raton, FLL 33432

Abstract

In this paper, an exact solution for free vibration of a two dimensional periodic
grillage structure is obtained by using wave propagation concept. Each periodic node (or
support) of such a grillage structure is constrained by a rigid transverse support, and two
elastic rotational springs in two orthogonal directions. The rotational springs in each
direction are identical. The four boundary edges of the grillage as a whole are either
simply supported or clamped. The wave motions at all periodic nodes are investigated
and the associated dispersion equation rela-ting the natural frequency and wave constant
is derived. It is shown that there exist both bending and torsional motions in a grillage
structure, which are coupled between members in two perpendicular directions. General
expressions of the synchronous mode shapes and non-synchronous deflection shapes are
obtained for both bending and torsional motions in two directions. These can then be
applied in formulating forced vibrations of the grillage structure. An example of a

grillage with four-spans in each direction is given for illustration.



1. Introduction

A grillage consists of two sets of mutually orthogonal beams rigidly connected at
the intersections where additional elastic constraints may be imposed in rotational and/or
transverse directions. The properties and spacing of the beams, and the constraining
springs in each direction are spatially periodic; however, they may differ in two different
directions.

Grillages find wide applications in many forms of construction. A steel or
concrete deck is often placed on a grillage to transfer the imposed loads. There are
several methods for the analysis of a linear elastic grillage. The general method of
statically indeterminate structures is appli;:able in the case of static loading, but it is
extremely tedious except when the number of intersections is small. If the space between
two neighboring beams is small then approximation of the overall grillage by an
orthotropic plate is reasonable, for which the appropriate differential equation can be
found (e.g. Timoshenko 1959). Ellington and McCallion (1957) proposed a more accurate
method to obtain deflection under static loads by using a finite difference formulation, but
they assumed that the beams did not resist tors<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>